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Wuen Mr. Wuatzey and Mr. Onslow were summoned 
to appear before the Queen’s Bench and to answer for 
contempt of Court, the only feature in their case which 
seemed to attract much attention was the fact that they 
were both members of Parliament. And in truth, this, 
together with the sort of notoriety that attends every- 
thing connected with the Tichborne case was all that 
raised the matter above the region of ordinary contempts 
of Court. That privilege of Parliament made no differ- 
ence in the case we pointed out; and that being out of 
the way, there could hardly be a doubt that the course 
which those gentlemen had pursued was calculated to 
interfere with the administration of justice in a proceeding 
then pending, and brought them well within the range of 
previous practice and decisions. 











of Mr. Skipworth some apprehension began to be - felt 
as to how far the exercise of this summary jurisdiction 
might be stretched. It is true that the proceedings 


at Brighton were highly censurable, but yet it seemed | 


startling that a fine of £500 and three months’ im- 
prisonment should be inflicted summarily, without the 
verdict of a jury and without appeal. 

The question has again been brought into pro- 
minence by the sentence of four months’ imprisonment 
and a fine of £250 pronounced by Mr. Justice Lawson 
on the editor of the Ulster Examiner. The contempt for 
which this punishment was inflicted was the publication 
in that paper of comments reflecting on a sentence 
passed by the learned Judge on two men convicted be- 
fore him at the Belfast Assizes. Not content, however, 
with attacking the sentence, and insinuating, if not di- 
rectly imputing, partiality to the Judge, one of these 
articles seems to have contained comments which un- 
doubtedly touched upon and seemed to prejudice the 
trial of other pending cases. The case, therefore, seems 
to have been brought within the principle acted upon on 
previous occasions; and considering the high and de- 
served reputation of Mr. Justice Lawson both for learn- 
ing and integrity, we make no doubt that his decision 
was right in law, as well as just and conscientious. 

But if the newspaper accounts of the matter are 
correct, some considerations seem to have been urged 
before him which may create a just apprehension. Can 
& man be summarily fined and imprisoned because he 
“ makes reflections on the Crown and the Court”? The 
remedy for seditious words and writings is by indict- 
ment and trial by jury. If the proceedings of a Court 
of Justice are actually impeded, either by disturbance 
during the sitting of the Court or by obstruction of its 
process, it may be necessary that a power should exist of 
dealing summarily with the offender; and such a power 


can only be exercised by the Court whose p 
are thus interfered with. But is it to be said that “re- 


flections on the Court” are to be summarily punish 

at the discretion of the Court which is observed upon? 
The question is not whether the Court of Queen’s Bench 
or Mr. Justice Lawson are: fit persons to be entrusted 


But when the case of | 
Mr. Whalley and Mr. Onslow was followed by that , 


with this power, if it exists; but, whether it is necessary 
or expedient that such a power should be entrusted to 
any one, It has been said that when the Court of Star 
Chamber was abolished, a portion of the jurisdiction 
Bench, dys esac yy of ntrtin King’s 
Bench, and was ex by way of information. It is 
no wonder that the legality of this course of procedure 
was at first questioned ; for if the jurisdiction of the Star 
Chamber was usurped, how could a portion of its usur- 
pation pass over to another Court ; or even if it were not 
usurped, how could a portion of a jurisdiction which 
was not transferred but abolished, come into the hands 
of another Court, except by an act of ion ? 
But the practice of proceeding by way of information 
having received a statutory recognition, it was still only 
the first part of the criminal proceedings which departed 
from the common law method of inquisition by a jury; 
the matter of the information had still to be tried in 
the way fixed and sanctioned by Magna Charta. Yet 
in the recent case of In re Lefroy, ex parte Jolliffe (21 
W. R. 332), it seems to have been assumed that 
the power which the County Court Judge had there 

—that is, the power of punishing as a contempt 
of Court strictures on the conduct of the Judge in a 
matter not any longer yending, was a power which 
belonged to the Superior Courts of Record, though not 
to inferior jurisdictions. 

It is, no doubt, of the highest importance that the pro- 
ceedings of Courts of Justice should be free and unim- 
peded; it is of the highest importance that matters of 
litigation should be decided according to law by the 
tribunals whose duty it is to decide them, and not by 
popular clamour and loose discussion; it is of the 
highest importance that the characters of those engaged 
in the administration of justice should not be aspersed 
| or their authority diminished by wanton suspicions. But 
is it necessary or expedient that these ends should be 
sought to be secured by the exercise of an irresponsible 
power on the part of the very tribunals whose conduct is 
called in question? Might it not be a very fair question 
for a jury on the trial of a criminal information, whether 
the conduct imputed to the defendant did tend to ob- 
struct or impede the administration of justice ? Is greater 
; confidence created in the administration of justice by sen- 
| tences pronounced out of the ordinary way of legal trial, 
than by a steady disregard of wanton imputations, or by 
punishment, where punishment becomes necessary, 
reached through the ordinary methods of criminal 
procedure, in which the verdict of the popular part of 
the tribunal would support and vindicate the Bench? 
We cannot but doubt it. At any rate, the weapon is one 
which needs very careful handling to keep it from break- 
ing, and we cannot but think that in some recent in- 
stances it has been strained as far as it will bear. 





On THE second or Aveust Last Lord Granville in- 
formed the House of Lords that an Extradition Treaty 
with Belgium would be signed on the following Monday, 
As amatter of fact it had been signed on the Wednesday 
previous. So much for the accuracy of the Foreign 
Secretary’s information. He also informed the House 
that an Extradition Treaty with Denmark was on the 
eve of signature, and that negotiations were going on with 
Austria, Holland, Spain, the United States and Italy, 
with a view of similar treaties being concluded. Up to 
the present time no Treaty has been signed with Den- 
mark, and the negotiations alluded to have only borne 
fruit in one direction. An Extradition Treaty with Italy 
was signed at Rome on the 5th of wad and by an 
order in Council dated the 24th of March, the Extradi- 
tion Act, 1870, was ordered to apply thereto. This 
treaty is in what may now almost be termed the com- 
mon form of such treaties—i.ec., there are with the 
exception hereafter mentioned no material differences 





between it and the other treaties which have been con- 

cluded since the passing of the Extradition Act, 1870. 

In particular it provides that no Italian citizen shall be 
23 





436 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. April 5, 1873. 








claimable from the Italian Government and no British 
subject from the British Government, but it contains 
this novel provision that if an individual whose extradition 
is demanded has since the commission of the crime ob- 
tained naturalization in the State from which he is claimed, 
such naturalization shall be no bar to his extradition 
unless five years elapse from the date of his naturaliza- 
tion before his extradition is demanded, and during that 
time he has been domiciled in the State in which he is 
naturalized. It would seem desirable to insert such a 
provision as this in all subsequent Extradition Treaties, 
as it effectually prevents what is otherwise open to an 
absconding criminal—i.e., his preventing his extradition 
being claimed by converting himself by the aid of 
naturalization into a citizen of the country to which he 
flies for refuge. 

There is also a provision which the Italian and Bel- 
gian Extradition Treaties contain, but which is not 
found in the German Extradition Treaty, to the effect 
that where the individual whose extradition is claimed is 
proceeded against or detained on account of obligations 
contracted towards private individuals his surrender 
shall nevertheless take place, the injured party retaining 
his right to prosecute his claims before the competent 
authority. This is a roundabout way of saying that the 
extradition of an individual is not to cause the abatement 
of any civil proceedings which may be pending against 
him. 


Tue recent decision of the Privy Council in The 
London Chartered Bank of Australia y. Lempriére 
is one of much importance as to the liability of 
married women’s property to their debts. There a lady, 
on the intestacy of her first husband, leaving large real 
and personal estate, took out administration to him, and, 
in contemplation of a second marriage, settled her 
share and interest in her late husband's estate in trust for 
herself for life for her separate use, with remainder as 
she should by deed or will appoint, with remainder to her 
executors and administrators. At the date of her mar- 
riage, aud subsequently, she kept two accounts with the 
plaintiff bank, an administration and a private account; 
and a few days after her marriage signed a letter to the 
manager, in which she said that the bank would consider 
any overdraft by her secured by her administration 
deposits. On the security of that letter she was allowed 
to overdraw her private account to an amount, at the 
date of her death, exceeding £13,000. The bank 
had, however, a still larger sum standing to the 
credit of the administration account, representing her 
“‘stributive share in the personalty of the first hus- 
band. Against this balance the bank now claimed a 
lien, on the ground that the letter constituted a good 
charge for the amount of the overdraft, with interest. 
The lady had by her will exercised the power of appoint- 
ment in favour of her husband and children, and the 
trustees of the settlement now opposed the claim of the 
bank on their behalf. Their Lordships were of opinion, 
on the evidence, that the bank had no notice of the 
settlement; and Lord Justice James, in delivering the 
judgment of the Court, reversed the decision of the 
Supreme Court of Victoria, and decided in favour of the 
bank on the following grounds—firstly because, the 
fund, being a chose in action, notice to the holders of 


the fund was necessary to complete the settlement; 


and secondly, that, assuming notice to have been given 
and the settlement to be valid, yet that the letter was 
an informal execution of the power, and that equity 
would relieve against the defect of form in favour of a 
ereditor; and lastly that the general power of appoint- 
ment was, in effect, a limitation to the separate use, and 
therefore that the corpus was, on the principle laid 
down by Turner, L.J., in Johnson v. Gallager (9 W. R. 
506, 3 De G. F. & J. 494), subject to the claim of the 
bank. In deciding on this last ground their Lordships 
expressly overruled the case of Shattock v. Shattock (14 
W. R. 600, L. R. 2 Eq. 182), in which the Master of the 
Rolls held that a promissory note given by a married 





woman living separate from her husband and having 
property settled to her separate use for life, with a 
power to appoint the same by deed or will, and appoint- 
ng it by will, was not a debt payable out of the pro. 
perty so appointed. 





A notice inour obituary column last week would recall 
to not a few of the older members of the equity bar 
certain singular episodes and long forgotten controversies. 
Mr. Charles Purton Cooper was a man of varied talents 
and considerable acquirements ; but he was afflicted in 
an uncommon degree with the cacoéthes scribendi. His 
works, as enumerated in the catalogue of the Lincoln's 
Inn Library, extend to nearly forty volumes, and relate 
to a most singular diversity of subjects, from the consti- 
tution of the Court of Chancery to the ancient British 
churches. His pamphlets may be said to belegion. Did 
the sanitary state of Church-lane, in the parish of St. 
Giles, call for attention? Mr. Cooper was ready with 
“ papers” respecting it. Did Mr. Cooper have a differ- 
ence with Mr. Bethell, Q:C.? Forthwith a “ statement ”’ 
was issued setting forth the language used by the irate 
Q.C.s., and recording the allusion by Mr.Cooper “ to the 
impossibility of his manifesting his sense of the affront 
in the manner customary in past times.” Mr. Cooper's 
letters on the Court of Chancery, written in French (he 
was an admirable French scholar), brought him into 
note, and his earnest advocacy of law reform naturally 
attracted the attention of Lord Brougham, who gave 
him the post of Secretary to the Second Record Com- 
mission. Here he was thoroughly in his element, for 
possessing almost unlimited authority, he was able to 
print and buy as many books as he liked. He printed 
and bought so many books that.the debt of the commis- 
sion was speedily run up to about £24,000, in addition to 
the expenditure voted by Parliament for the two Com- 
missions, which was estimated at about £400,000. An 
ungrateful public began to grumble; a Select Commit- 
tee was appointed to inquire into the management and 
affairs of the Record Commission, and the result was the 
passing of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 94, by which all matters relating 
to the public records were placed under the control 
of the Master of the Rolls. To Lincoln’s Inn Mr. 
Cooper was no ordinary benefactor. In 1843 he 
presented 2,000 books on civil law and the laws of 
foreign nations, and he had previously enriched the 
library with about 150 volumes of American Law 
Reports. He was Treasurer of the Society in 1855 and 
Master of the Library in 1856. 


Tue measure before Parliament bearing the ambitious 
title of “ A Bill for the improvement of the relations be- 
tween Landlord and Tenant in England,” and with refer- 
ence to which the meeting was held at the Carlton on 
Thursday, among other rather startling provisions contains 
one relating to notice to quit, to which special attention 
should be called. It is proposed that “a notice to quit 
shall not in the case of a tenant from year to year take 
effect until after the expiration of a period of not less 
than twelve months from the date of the service of the 
notice; any such tenancy, in the absence of agreement 
to the contrary, shall terminate on the same day of the 
year as such tenancy commenced.” This appears to us 
to be the most wonderful piece of draughting we have 
come across for many a day. In the first place the 
question arises whether the clause refers to notices to quit 
given either by landlord, or tenant, or only to notice 
given by a landlord? Apparently, but by no means 
clearly to the latter only; since the chief design of the 
measure appears to be to afford relief to tenants, and the 
words are not “in the case of a tenancy from year to 
year,” but “in the case of a tenant from year to year.” 
If the clause is intended to bear this meaning, we hope 
the public will appreciate the justice of a law requiring 
not less than twelve months’ notice on the part of the 
landlord, and only a half-year’s notice on the part of the 
tenant. If the clause does not bear this meaning, we 
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trust tenants will be grateful for the privilege of having 
either to give notice to their landlords on the very day 
they enter on their farms, or to remain upon them, how- 
ever unprofitable they may find them, for two years 
at least. Again, what is the meaning of a notice 
to quit not “taking effect ?’’ It can hardly be. in- 
tended that the notice is only to begin to run after 
the expiration of the period specified, yet if it is 
meant that the notice shall not operate to determine the 
tenancy till the time specified, why is this not expressed ? 
The latter part of the clause contains the words, “ Any 
such tenancy; prompting the observation that a tenant 
has been previously mentioned, bat no tenancy. We 
forbear from further criticism, contenting ourselves with 
drawing attention to the marvellous English of the con- 
cluding portion of this remarkavle clause. 





Mr. Cuanrtey’s rrorosit to leave out the words “ of 
experience in the law’’ in the clause relating to the ap- 
pointment of the Commissioners in the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, and to substitute for them the words 
“a barrister of at least fourteen years’ standing,’ elicited 
from Mr. Chichester Fortescue the information that the 
first gentleman who would be appointed under the words 
‘of the clause would be a barrister of more than fourteen 
years’ standing; but he thought it quite possible, 
although it might not be so in the first ins‘ance, that 
some very suitable gentleman might be found and 
‘appointed who was not a barrister, but a solicitor. It is 
stated that Mr. Dodson, *the senior member for East 
Sussex, and lately Chairman of Ways and Means, is to 
be the first Chief Commissioner. The appointment 
would be in every respect unexceptionable. The hon. 
gentleman was called to the bar in 1853. 








THE ADMIRALTY RULE OF DAMAGES. 

In answer to Lord Selborne’s proposal, Mr. Rothery, 
the well-known Registrar of the Court of Admiralty, 
has come forward in defence of the threatened rule 
which in that Court divides the loss resulting from 
common negligence between the two culpable parties.* 
It is not, perhaps, of any great consequence whether or 
no the rule he defends had its origin in the remote 
antiquity to which he ascribes it; but if it is of im- 
portance to establish this point, he must be said to have 
failed. He endeavours to show that a distinction was 
originally drawn between cases of accidental collision, 
and cases where both parties are in fault ; and for this pur- 
pose he quotes the 157th law from the Consolato del Mare, 
But that law manifestly does not draw any such distinc- 
tion ; it gives to the ship which has first taken up its 
position in an anchorage ground, security against damage 
by any later arrived vessel, by compelling the later 
arrival to compensate for any damage it may cause ; 
but if the first moves its place after the arrival of the 
second, and afterwards receives damage from the second, 
it is to be indemnified not in whole but only in part. 
‘The indemnity is in the first case entire, not against 
damage by negligence merely, but against any damage; 
in the second case it is partial indemnity against 
damage, but that damage is not ascribed to negligence 
either of the one or of the other; nor is such négli- 
gence to be inferred from the terms used; the rule 
would equally apply if the change of place were pru- 
dently and carefully made, or were even necessary. The 
vessel which arrives first has a privilege, which privilege 
it partly loses by changing its place; that is the whole. 

His nextauthority—the Laws of Oleron—Mr. Rothery 
deals with in somewhat obscure language. Upon 
the whole, however, he seems to treat it as not expres- 





* “A Defence of the Rule of the Admiralty Court in Cases 
of Collision between Ships, in a letter to the Right Hon. Lord 
Selborne.” By H. C. Rothery, M.A., Registrar of the High 
Court of Admiralty and of Appeals, London: Longmans, Green, 
Reader & Dyer. 1873. 





sing the distinction which he supposes himself to have 
discovered in the Consolato del Mare between common 
calamity and common negligence. And certainly the 
Admiralty rule is not to be found here; for if the Norman 
text which he quotes is taken, negligence is not neces. 
sarily implied in the ship which, entering into the port, 
strikes against one lying at anchor; if the English text 
quoted from “ Rutter of the See” is taken, negligence 
is implied in the entering ship by the use of the word 
“mysguydynge”’; yet in this casc, equally where no 
negligence is implied in the ship at anchor, the damages 
are divided—the reason alleged being, not that there 7s 
negligence in it, but to take away the temptation to the 
owner of an old ship to place it where it would be likely 
to be struck, and so entitle himself to damages. The 
rule precludes the inquiry into the fact of common neg- 
ligence ; it would apply if there were in fact only neg- 
ligence in one; and might, by the Norman text, apply if 
there were negligence in neither. The passages quoted 
from “ Les Us et Coutumes de la Mer” also show that the 
object of the rule was to preclude an inquiry into the 
merits of the case, on the ground of its obscurity. So, 
again, in the 50th of the Ordonnances of Wisbuy, 
quoted at page 13, the damages are to be divided if the 
master and crew of a moving ship which strikes another 
vessel swear that they did not do it on purpose, and 
could not avoid it; here if the last words are meant to 
express strictly unavoidable accident, damages are 
divided upon the happening of a common calamity; if 
(as is probable) they merely express the same as the 
foregoing words, then damages are divided where one 
only is negligent, as happened according to the English 
text of the laws of Oleron. The author says, “ Here, 
then, we have the rule laid down, as in the laws of 
Oleron—namely, that the damages are to be divided, 
unless they have been occasioned by the fault of one of 
them only, in which case he shall pay the whole.” This 
is not quite accurate, for it seems that it was only wilful 
fault which made an exception to the rule. In fact, it is 
evident that in these early laws, no distinction was made 


‘between unavoidable accidents and accidents caused by 


the ill handling of a ship, which we should now call 
negligence; but only between accidents of both kinds 
and. wilful injury, which last distinction is strongly 
brought out in the rule quoted at page 14 from the Black 
Book of the Admiralty. 

Coming to more modern times, however, the author 
finds it the accepted rule of all, or almost all maritime 
States, until towards the close of last century, that the 
damages are to be divided in every case, except where 
the collision arises from the fault of one party only; 
that is, they are divided in the cases both of common 
accident and common negligence. But about that time 
he considers the distinction between these two classes of 
cases made its appearance. Whether he finds it recog- 
nised in foreign legislation anywhere except in the 
obscure rules of the French Code, he does not inform 
us; but the only clear source to which he refers us for 
its establishment is in the decisions of the English Court 
of Admiralty. Here, then, at least, we are on firm 
ground, and find the existing rule clearly expressed, 
The question is whether it is to be retained, or whether, 
considering it as the remnant of the rule which divided 
the damages both in the case of mere accident and of 
common negligence, and the application of which in the 
first class of cases has been discarded, this remaining 
half should follow the same fate. 

We cannot say that the reasons which the author offers 
to us in its support are satisfactory. He quotes from Valin 
to the effect that thisis the best way to make captains care- 
ful to avoid collisions, especially those who command weak 
and crazy vessels. This reasoning is difficult to follow. The 
captains of weak vessels are to be careful to keep out of 
the way, because if they are not careful they will have 
to bear half the damage. But why will they not be 
more careful still if they have to bear the whole? And 
why especially the captains of weak vessels? If the 
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notion is that captains of weak vessels may throw 
themselves in the way of a collision, as suggested 
in the laws of Oleron, itis at best avery far fetched 
reason; but it is no reason at all unless they are indem- 
nified, although negligent themselves ; for if they are not 
allowed to recover damages at all when they are negli- 
gent, where wiil be the temptation to them to court des- 
truction ? But in the latter part of the passage quoted 
Valin shifts his ground, and meeting the suggestion that 
each should bear his own loss, says, that then the cap- 
tains of strong vessels would run down the weak ones. 
Certainly, if they had not to pay for it. But if they 
have to pay the whole when they alone are negligent, 
they will be cautious; and to suggest that they would 
speculate on contributory negligence on the part of the 
other vessel is a very far fetched conjecture, more es- 
pecially when it is considered that, according to the true 
rule as to negligence, it is not every negligence that will 
disentitle the injured party to recover—it must be con- 
tributory negligence, and negligence is not contributory 
if even diligence could not have avoided the effects of 
the other's negligence. The whole reasoning of the 
passage is extremely obscure, confused, and inconsis- 
tent, but the author quotes with emphatic italics the 
conclusion “ rien donc de plus juste que la contribution 
par moitic.’” But thisis the thing to be proved; the 
donc, like many other such in the same language, has 
but a slender connection with the premises. 

But the author, following out as he says, the idea of 
Valin, suggests terrible consequences as the inevitable 
result of a contrary rule. In case of an impending 
collision, ‘each captain would, in the interest of his 
owner, turn his bow towards the other vessel, and both 
would frequently go to the bottom.” It is no wonder 
that the author trembles at this prospect; but would 
the captains take this course? We doubt it; we think 
it much more likely that each, knowing that he could 
not certainly reckon on proving negligence in the 
other, and knowing that if he turned his bows upon 
the other vessel he would not only fix himself with 
something more than negligence, but would in pro- 
portion to the evident certainty of his own fault 
diminish the disposition to scrutinise the other's error, 
will turn his bows away, and both will pass on safely. 


The author, however, is not satisfied with excluding 
the common law rule from application to collisions at 
sea; he denies its propriety on land; he has “ never 
been able to see why if the driver of one of Messrs. 
Baxendale’s waggons, by an act of gross negligence, runs 
against my carriage I am not able to recover anything if 
it can be proved that my coachman was in any way to 
blame for the collision, although Messrs. Baxendale’s 
waggon might, and probably would have been wholly 
uninjured, whereas my carriage was entirely broken to 
pieces.”” Assuming that by the words “any way to 
blame” Mr. Rothery means to express what a tribunal 
would hold to be contributory negligence, the reasons 
for the rule are twofold—one which may be called an 
individual reason, and one a reason of convenience. The 
first is expressed by the maxim, in pari delicto potior est 
conditio possidentis ; the meaning of which is, that the 
person who sues another in a court of justice has to 
prove his case before he can establish his right to redress; 
and to prove his case he must show, not only the viola- 
tion of a duty towards him by the other side, but that 
the damages which he claims were caused by the breach 
of that duty; but he does not show this by proving that 
they were caused by the breach of duty of the other 
side towards him and his own breach of duty towards 
the other side. Ifthe rule were otherwise it would 
follow, not that the damages should be divided, but that 
each shouldrecoverfrom the other thewhole of the losshe 
has sustained, and this would probably be Mr. Rothery’s 
view in the case of his carriage versus Mr. Baxen- 
dale’s waggon. The other reason is one of convenience. 


We might indeed answer the author out of the Laws of 
Oleron and the Commentaries of Valin which he quotes, 
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and say that the owners of weak and tender but very 
costly craft, such as private carriages, should be the more 
careful to keep out of the way of mischief, with this 
addition, that they will be made more likely to exercise 
the care which is proper for such treasures, by the know- 
ledge that they will have to bear the consequences of their 
own negligence than by the prospect of still getting, 
though negligent, half their loss reimbursed, if only they 
can succeed in proving that the other party to the colli- 
sion “was in any way to blame.” 

But the motives to care which the rule creates are 
not limited to the case of the weaker vessels; they are 
equally applicable to the stronger, and may operate to 
restrain Mr. Baxendale’s waggon from running down 
Mr. Rothery’s carriage upon the speculation that, as the 
coachman has been guilty of negligence, only half the 
damages for the wrecked carriage will fall upon the 
owner of the uninjured waggon. In short, the prospect 
of paying all your own damages if you are negligent, 
and probably paying in addition for the damage you do 
to some one else, is a far clearer and more certain motive 
to the exercise of care than the prospect of paying the 
half of an unascertainable sum and getting half back, 
although you are guilty of negligence, if only another is 
also in fault. 

But both the above-mentioned reasons the author has 
apparently discarded; the second from a peculiar view 
of the operation of the Admiralty rule, or more par- 
ticularly of its repeal, the first on a ground (or rather 
a statement) which we should not have expected to hear 
from a lawyer. After quoting Bynkershoek’s objection 
to the Admiralty rule, based on the maxim we have- 
referred to, the author (like the man who says, “I will 
not call you a villain !”) adds, ‘‘T will not say with the 
old French writer that I have just quoted (apropos of 
the heathen oracles) that the doctrine “quia in pari 
causa melior est conditio possidentis,” as applied to such 
a case as this, is either “ une ‘grosse bestise,’ or “ une 
absurde impertinence,” but it is an argument which is 
not likely to have much weight in the present day.” 
On the contrary, we’think it likely that it will still have 
much weight with those who prefer to base rules where 
they can on the fundamental principles of jurisprudence ;: 
and if it is not applicable “to such a case as this,” we 
should be glad to know what are the cases to which it 
does apply. 

In truth, it can hardly be doubted that the rule in 
question arose not so much from any other reason as 
from a sense of the greatness of the loss often incurred 
in collisions, the obscurity of the circumstances attend- 
ing them, and the idea that to some extent those who. 
risk their goods among the perils of the sea ought to be 
mutual insurers; and, therefore, it was consistent and 
logical to apply the rule to the case of a common mishap, . 
and the withdrawal of this case from the rule makes the 
claim of the residue to continue less easy to justify. 
But there is a case in the books something like it, the 
case where Cyrus, finding the little boy's coat too big 
and the big boy’s coat too little, made them change 
clothes, so that both might be fitted. 








Tux Roxts’ Court.—The Select Committee in their first 
report on the Civil Service Expenditure, dated on Monday 
and issued on Wednesday, state that they had before them 
Mr. Law, the assistant to the secretaries of the Treasury and’ 
auditor of the Civil List, and had examined him, among 
other things, as to the establishments under the Master of 
the Rolls. The Committee add, “ They propose to take - 
further evidence on this subject, but, inasmuch as they 
learn that the Mastership of the Rolls is now or is about to 
be vacated, they recommend that any new appointmen tin: 
the departments under the Master of the Rolls be made- 
subject to the express condition that the office may be 
abolished or modified, or that its salary may be reduced: 
without compensation after such revision of the department, 
as the Treasury may make, and your committee are of opi- 
nion that this revision should be undertaken immediately... 
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FOREIGN ATTACHMENT IN THE LORD 
MAYOR'S COURT. 

In view of the many impending changes in our Courts 
it may be worth while to call attention to the somewhat 
anomalous jurisdiction exercised by the Lord Mayor's 
Court in London called Foreign Attachment. 

It is indeed a strange feature of our judicial system 
and not inaptly illustrates the extent to which we are the 
creatures of habit and custom that an imperium tn im- 
perio so arbitrary should be allowed to exist by mere force 
of usage, and that so powerful a weapon should be 
denied to the Superior Courts when an Inferior Court of 
limited jurisdiction is allowed to wield it. And yet the 
late Mr. Justice Willes, in his celebrated opinion in Cox 
v. The Mayor of London, 16 W. R. 44, 50, L. R. 2 HL. 
239, 272), distinctly states with reference to the Common 
Law Procedure Acts, which to a great extent owe their 
origin to him, that “ there is good reason to believe that 
the Legislature advisedly abstained from adopting foreign 
attachment upon mesne process, as being a retrograde 
step towards imprisonment for debt before judgment in 
cases where the debt was disputed.” 

That the process flomishes in the inferior Court, the 
Mayor's Court, we all know, and scarcely a motion-day 
passed last term without an application having to be 
made to one of the Courts at Westminster to restrain the 
Mayor's Court from exceeding its jurisdiction in this 
respect, for the result has followed which was to be 
expected from such a state of things. Constant attempts 
have been made to extend the privilege or rather to take 
advantage of the absence of defendants and the ignorance 
or supineness of garnishees to use or abuse the process 
in cases where, legally, the Mayor's Court had no juris- 
diction. To use an expression of Mr. Brandon, the 
strenuous supporter of Foreign Attachment, in his work 
on the subject, many “speculative attachments” are made, 
and the speculation is not unfrequently successful. 
Owing to this abuse the Courts have of late granted the 
rule for a prohibition with costs against the plaintiff 
where there has been a clear excess of jurisdiction, and 
this may perhaps check the practice. 

As the custom of foreign attachment has attracted 
much notice of late and has been the subject of several 
judicial decisions imposing certain limitations upon the 
jurisdiction of the Mayor's Court, it may be desirable to 
state shortly the nature of the custom and procedure and 
the effect upon them of the decisions to which we have re- 
ferred.* The mode of procedure in foreign attachment 
has been described in a previous article in this journal 
(12 S.J. 4). It may be briefly stated as follows :—The 
plaintiff enters a plaint of debt against the defendant in 
the Lord Mayor's Court, makes an affidavit of the defen- 
dant’s indebtedness and then gives notice to the garnishee 
of the attachment, by which notice he attaches all goods 
and monies of the defendant which then are in the hands 
of the garnishee, or may come into his possession up to 
the time of plea pleaded by the garnishee. The garnishee 
then becomes, as it were, defendant in an action by the 
plaintiff against himself, in which the simple issue is 
whether he has in his possession goods or monies of the 
original defendant to the amount which the plaintiff has 
sworn as the defendant’s debt. He is not allowed to dis- 
pute in the Mayor's Court the defendant's indebtedness ; 
if he has such goods or monies, judgment is signed 
against him, and he pays over the amount to the plaintiff 
and is thereby discharged, as it would seem, from his 
debt to the defendant.(see Westoby v. Day, 2 E. & B. 605), 
unless he has been guilty of any collusion with the 
plaintiff. Thus upon a simple affidavit of debt which is 
not even by the practice of the Court necessarily alleged 
to be within the jurisdiction, the plaintiff obtains and 





* The text books on the subject—Lock and Brandon on 
foreign attachment—have not, we believe, been edited since the 
decision in Cor v. The Mayor of London (16 W. R. 44, L. R.2, 
H. L, 239), and support theories which that case has long ex- 


the defendant loses the whole amount of the plaintiff's 
claim. The only remedy allowed to the defendant is that 
before judgment he may dissolve the attachment by ren- 
dering himself to prison in London, by giving bail for 
double the amount in dispute or by paying into Court 
sufficient to cover the costs as well as the claim to abide 
the event of the action against himself to be tried 
in the Mayor's Court. After judgment the plaintiff 
on receiving the amount from the garnishee has 
to give bail to restore it, if within a year and a day 
the defendant appears to disprove the debt, for which 
purpose he must adopt one of the three courses we have 
mentioned, but of course the defendant has no oppor- 
tunity of objecting to the plaintiff's bail. It will thus 
be seen what an extensive and arbitrary jurisdiction 
the Mayor's Court enjoys in this respect. Indeed, it is 
stated in Mr. Brandon’s work on Foreign Attachment, that 
in earlier times, “if a person owed money to a citizen, 
and neither the debtor nor any property belonging to 
him could be found in London, but the citizen could 
find property belonging to some other person resident 
within a town wherein he knew his debtor to be, such 
citizen might attach the property so found in London 
although not his debtor's, in order to compel the govern- 
ing body of the town wherein such debtor was to en- 
force the appearance of the debtor in London to 
answer the demand of such citizen.” We need hardly 
say that this theory of foreign attachment, if it ever 
existed, has been long exploded. There has long been 
some question as to the limits of the Lord Mayor's 
jurisdiction, and in the case of De Haber v. The Queen 
of Portugal (17 Q.B. 171), Lord Campbell stated that the 
process of foreign attachment could only be duly resorted 
to where the cause of action arose within the jurisdiction 
of the Court; but that dictum was not necessary for the 
decision, and until the celebrated decision of Cox v. The 
Mayor of London, the supporters of foreign attachment, 
relying upon the custom as certified by Recorder Starkey 
(22 Ed. iv. L. 175), contended that the Mayor’s Court 
was not an inferior Court of limited jurisdiction, and that 
the custom of foreign attachment applied, although the 
plaintiff's claim against the defendant did not arise 
within the City of London, and although neither the 
plaintiff, nor the defendant, nor the garnishee resided or 
carried on business in London. All that was necessary, 
they contended, was that the plaintiff should make an 
affidavit of debt owing to him by the defendant, and that 
the garnishee should be “ found within the city,” thatis, 
that the attachment should be served upon bim when 
within the city, though he might be only a ‘stranger 
passing through. This custom, as thus alleged, was held 
invalid by the House of Lords, in the case of Cox v. 
Mayor of London, and the effect of that decision as 
followed in later cases, seems to be that to give the 
Lord Mayor's Court jurisdiction to proceed under the 
custom of foreign attachment, it was necessary, first, 
that the plaintiff's cause of action against the defendant 
must have arisen within the City of London; and second, 
that the garnishee must reside or carry on business 
within the city. On the first of these two points there 
are three reported decisions. In the Banque de Crédit 
Commercial v. De Gas (19 W. R. C. L. Dig. 46, L. R. 6 
©. P. 142), neither the plaintiffs nor the defendant 
resided or carried on business in London. The plain- 
tiffs sued the defendant in the Mayor’s Court as in- 
dorser of a bill of exchange, drawn abroad, accepted 
abroad, and indorsed by the defendant abroad but pay- 
able in London, and attached monies of the defendant 
in the hands of the garnishee, a banker in London. It 
was endeavoured in the argument of counsel to draw a 
distinction between a liability upon a bill of exchange — 
and other causes of action, but the Court refused to draw 
any such distinction, and holding on the authority of 
Cox v. The Mayor of London that the plaintiff's whole 
cause of action must arise within the city to give juris- 
diction, made absolute a rule prohibiting the attachment. 








It may be observed that in this case it might be said that 
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the cause of action arose partly where the bills were 
drawn, accepted and indorsed—t.e., without the juris- 
diction ; and partly where they were dishonoured, that 
is within the jurisdiction. Not much stress seems to 
have been laid upon this in the last-mentioned case, but 
last term a vigorous attempt was made once more to es- 
tablish the jurisdiction of the Lord Mayor's Court to 
attach where a material part only as distinguished from 
the whole of the plaintiff's canse of action arose within 
the city jurisdiction. The facts of this ¢ase (Cook v. 
Gill, 21 W. Rh. 334, L. R. 8 C. P. 107) were much the 
same asin Z'he Bunque de Crédit vy. De Gas, except that 
the bills were drawn upon the Union Bank of London 
which had refused to accept them. On behalf of the 
attachment, reliance was placed on the Mayor's Court 
Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c..157, ss. 15, 12), which sec- 
tions enact that a defendant in the Mayor's Court 
shall not object to the jurisdiction except by plea, 
and that where the debt claimed does not exceed £50, no 
plea to the jurisdiction shall be allowed if the canse of 
action either wholly ov in part arose within the city of 
London.* It was now contended that as the defendant 
would have to plead that no part of the cause of action 
arose within the jurisdiction, so the garnishee, to obtain 
prohibition by a Superior Court against a foreign attach- 
ment wust show that no part of the plaintiff's cause of 
action arose within the jurisdiction, and that it was not 
sufficient to show that it arose partly within and partly 
without the jurisdiction. The Court, however, decided 
that these sections concerned only a defendant, and in no 
way affected the rights of the garnishee, and that to give 
the Mayor's Court jurisdiction, the whole cause of action 
must arise within the jurisdiction. | By the whole cause 
of action was meant, they said, every fact material to be 
proved to entitle the plaintiff to sueceed. The attach- 
ment was thexefore prohibited. This decision was ad- 
hered io in the case of Whinney v. Schmidt (Ii. Ri 8G. 
P, 118), where the plaintiff as official liquidator’ of a 
company, sued for calls on shares for wlitch the defendant 
had been settled on the list of contributories' by an order 
of the Master of the Rolls... The Court of Conmon Pleas 
held that the calls which were made out of the jurisdic- 
tion were material facts within the rule above stated, and 
therefore deprived. the Mayor's Court of: jurisdiction ; 
though they; allowed, the garnishecs to declare for the 
purpose of questioning. the :decision: ‘in’ Cook vy. Gill. 
With, xegavd to this, however, it, must: be: carefully 
horne, in mind, that -we have been speaking “only ‘of 
the defendant's debt to the plaintiff’; it isnot: necessary, 
it. would ‘seem, for, the garnishee’s debt to! the defendant 
to haye been incurred within the jurisdiction. 
To,come,to the; second »rule, it; isinccessary: that. the 
garnishee should reside or carry on | business within the 
city..,. It has-been doubted whether carrying on business 
without resideneeis sufficient (Mazar vs Carmot- Willson, 
19 W. R. 756), but in a case of Smith  w oChitty; th 





granting a rule nist upon other grounds, refused it upon 
this,;) Goods can only be attached ‘if they °aré' i' ‘the 
city, as: wello'as’ the garnishée (see° Mayar v.' Curnot- 


Wallson) 5 a proposition whieh, before this “Aecisfon; Was | 
) § a propo ’ e*EhtS “AecisfOn, Was | mind that the Court never, by way of punishment, 


questioned by My. Brandon (p. 36 note Y)." A¥ to how far 


the fact that the plaintiff and defendant, or'oile of them, | 
do ‘not reside or carry on‘ business within the jurisdiction, | 
affects the jurisdiction of the Lord Mayor's Court there | 


is'ino odirect reported‘ deéision: Tu ‘both Cox v. 
P . “ nea a | his cestuis \qie trust:; ‘but the attempt in' Vyse v. Foster 


Mayor of London, wha Baniite de Crédit v. De Gas, as a 
matter of fact’ udither plaintife ‘nor’ defendant did 


{, , . . ‘ if 9 
reside or carry on bisiness, and the marginal note to the 


report of both’ cases would seem to indicate that, reliance 

was placed upon that fact by the Court, as a, ground .for 

prohibiting the attachment, But, the marginal, note, of 

the former case in the copy of ,the,, Lay, Reports bdong+ 
* It may be ca 

serves (6 +f ar, 





observed that'in the ease of Manitng v. Parque 
N.8. 1900), itihad boon held tht the above sectlo.s 


5 fool arwer the ye * a penne v(though’ not? ofa 
garnishee or s to jor C fi . 
tion to the Mayor's Court Se eet 





ing to the Court, of Common Pleas and corrected in the 
handwriting of Mr. Justice Willes, seems to confine the 
decision to. the two points we have mentioned (see per 
Brett, J., in Cook v, Gill), and the judgments in the case 
of Banque de Crédit v: De Gas do not bear out the 
marginal note in this respect. We understand, however, 
that a rule is pending for a prohibition of an attach- 
ment, one ground ef which is that the defendant in the 
Mayor's Court.did not reside or carry on business within 
the jurisdiction, It is perhaps worth noticing that in 
Bourgchier v.. Colyns, with reference to which case 
Recorder Starkey certified as to the custom (22 Ed. 4 L. 
175) the plaintiff is described as “ citizen and mercer of 
London,” and the defendant Colyns is described. as “late 
of London: and a citizen of London.” We should not 
omit to observe that a plaintiff cannot use the process of 
foreign attachment when. his cause of action is a claim 
for unliquidated damages, but, as we before stated, the 
garnishee cannot, in the Mayor's Court dispute the plain- 
tiff's affidavit of the defendant's indebtedness. 

We will conclude by referring to.the case of Re Wilkins 
(L.. R. 8 Q. B,,107), decided in the Queen’s Bench last 
term, which illustrates the tendency to overstrain the 
jurisdiction of, the inferior Court. . In that case a plaintiff 
had. placed an, attachment in, the Mayor's Court ona de- 
fendant’s assets at his, bankers, The defendant, in order 
to, dissolve the attachment, had surrendered himself to 
prison, whereupon, the plaintiff proceeded with his action, 
and obtained, judgment. The defendant, having no 
means to. pay, the debt, was unable to, obtain, his release, 
for it was contended, that, notwithstanding the abolition 
of imprisonment, for. debt by-32.& 33 Vict. c. 62, a debtor 
who had surrendered under. the process of foreign attach- 
ment might, be, kept in, custody, under the judgment 
without any writ of ca. sa., because that Act by section 
29 provides that, nothing therein “ shall affect the custom 
of. foreign attachinent as exercised by any competent 
Court,.or the proceedings in relation. to, such custom.” 
The Courtof Queen’s Bench discharged the prisoner on a 
writ of Aaubeas corpus, holding, what seems,if we may say 
so, perfectly clear, that, the custom of foreign attachment 
is not intended for the purpose. of imprisoning the debtor 
after,judgment, but only to compel him to appear and 
submit te the process of the Court, 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


' EQUITY. 

Deceasep: Panryer’s Estate: terrin Partnersur Bust- 
ness—Lyanitiry or Execvror to Accoust ror Prorirs. 
Vyse'v.. Foster, L.IT.,'21 W. R. 207. 

By those who are acquainted with the strictness (some 
persons would say the excessive strictness) with which 
trustees are tteated by the, Court of Chancery, the re- 


Michaelmas Term last, the Court of C shile || ¥ersal by the Court of Appeal of the decision af Vice- 
¢ ourt of Common Pleas, while | Chancellor Bacon in Vyse v. Poster will, be received with 


satisfaction. The position of a trustee is not at any time 
an enviable one, and in many cases has proved one of 
very considerable hardship; but it) should be borne in 


charges a’ triistee with more than he has zeceived or 
might have recéived. “Where a trustee, by improper use 
of) trust: moneys ‘under ‘his’ control, makes a ‘profit, that 
profit the Court will compel him to hold for the benefit of 


was, absohitely! in’ the case of one of the exeeutors, and 
pmictioally nr the dase of the other two, to render the 
exectitors Hable to pay ito their cestui que ‘trust’ profits 
which they: lind never ‘received. ‘Under the articles of 
partnership the interest! of the testator’ in the‘ cause in 
the -partriership was! upon ‘his: ‘deatly ‘soll to ‘his co- 
partners ;- immediately upon’ the testator's death the 
relatién of ‘partnership ‘ceased, and'as* between lis exe- 
cutors:;and the surviviig ‘partners: ‘the ‘position was 
simply that of dreditot and debtor.- The ease, therefore, 
was removed from that class of cases of which Crawshay 
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v. Collins (15 Ves. 218) and Brown v. De Tastet (Sac. 
284) are leading examples, cases, that is, of partnership 
business continued after the death or bankruptcy of a 
partner, and resolved itself into a case of executors 
committing a breach of trust by allowing trust money 
due and payable to remain outstanditig in a business in 
which one of the executors at first, and afterwards a 
second executor, were engaged as partners. The case 
was not one of a trustee embarking trust moneys in’ his 
hands in a trade or a speculation. The trust’ moneys 
engaged in the business were not in fact embarked by the 
executors in the business at all—they constituted merely 
a debt from the business to the testator’s estate, and it 
was clearly only on such terms that the partnérs held 
them, as a loan that is ready, when called for, for the 
payment of the debts and legacies. As the shares of the 
testator’s children became payable, large sums ‘were paid 
to them by the executors, the business accounting to them 
for. the total amount of their shares with compound in- 
terest at five per cent. With thé exception of the plaintiff, 
all the residuary legatees assented to and ratified what was 
done with their shares. The plaintiff, however, standing, 
as of course she had a perfect right to do, on what she 
conceived to be her strict rights, asked for an account of 
the profits made by the employment’ of' ber share in'the 
business, and a decree that the executors should pay her, 
at her option, the amount of such’ profits or compound 
interest at five per cen’. Now, as regards the executor 
who was not a partner, this was clearly an attempt to 
charge him with profits which he had never received at 
all; and, as regards those executors who were’ partners, 
Jones v. Foxall (15 Beay. 388) is an authority that they 
could at the utmost be charged only with so much of the 
profits as were, under the terms of the partnership, re- 
ceivable by them. | Stroud v. Giwyer (8 W. R. Ch. Dig. 
85, 28 Beav. 130) is a more recent authority, which liolds 
that where trust money is lent’to a firm having notice ‘of 
the breach of trust, the trustee caiinot’ be charged with 
the profits made. In any case, therefore, the plaintiff s 
claim was put too high. The decision’ of the Lords 
Justices, however, proceeded upon 'a broader ground, and 
disposed of the case upon’ considerations independent of 
any of the cases to which we have referred:'- A trustee 
cannot, their Lordships hold, be charged with the profits 
referable to capital left on loan with a trading partner- 
ship, merely because he happens to bear the character of 
partner in the business as Well as ‘that“of trustee. There 
is no case in which he has been held so chargeable even 
in the case of a sole exeeutor and sole trader; and the 
case of a body of executors and a body of traders,! in 
which there happens,to be a: common member, is-a much 
stronger case. Any suspicion of mala fides might vitiate 
the whole transaction; but the fact that the Court of 
Chancery has power to uphold a bond fide proceeding of 
this nature, while in no way relaxing, its authority to in- 
troduce different considerations, if fraud be. shown to 
exist, is a good instance of the advantages derived from 
the elasticity of its jurisdiction. . 





COMMON LAW. 
Witt or Person Domicitep Aproap—Foreien Propats. 
Miller v. James, Prob. 21 W.. R,.272,..,; 


It is by this time. clearly established that the judgment 
of the Court.of ithe domicile: of. a deceased persowis 
accepted in, English, law. as conclusive ofall questions of 
testacy and, intestacy... This was settled: in Doglioni:v. 
Crispin (L. R. 1H. L,'801); where the principle! was laid 
down and acted «upon -to its full extent, though the 
peculiar form -of the | question. there raised’) may atofirst 
sight seem to give « more limited scope to the;judgment. 
Sir James Hannen acted ‘upon that rule in the present 
case ; the only thing difficult. to understand: is, why the 
plea of undue execution (of the wilt (which had béen 
established in the Court: of Jersey) was not struck out, 
equally with the pleas of unsound mind and undue in- 
fluence. The practice of granting administration instead 





of probate to an executor so declared by the foreign 
Court. but who would not be executor according to the 
English law, is explained by Sir James Wilde in the case 
of In the goods of Earl, L. R. 1 P. & D. 450. 





Discuarce or Surety. 
Sanderson. vw. Aston, Ex., 21 W. R. 293, L. R. 8 Ex. 73. 

In noticing the case of Phillips v. Foxall (20 W. R. 900, 
L. R.\7 Q. B. 666, ante p. 86), we pointed out the dis- 
tinction between the view of Blackburn, J., and that taken 
by the other members of the Court of Queen's Bench 
upon the question of how far a surety is discharged by 
the non-communication to him by the employer of mis- 
conduct on ‘the part of the: employed whose fidelity is 
guarauteed.: In ‘the present case, where the same point 
arose, and the decision in Phillips v. Fowall was followed, 
the Court: seems to have adopted the’ view of Blackburn, 
J., rather than that of his learned brethren, holding the 
plea good because they read it rs alleging that the em- 
ployed had, to the knowledge of his employer, been 
guilty of breaches of duty for which he might have been 
dismissed.. This ‘seems, as we before observed, the 
simplest and most logical view of the matter. 

Upon another branch of the case, the Court held that 
whilst the‘smallest variation in the terms of the guaran- 
teed contract, so far as the surety has made thein part of 
his contract, or has contracted with express reference to 
them (or, as Kelly, C.B., seems to put it, with notice of 
them), will discharge the surety; other variations in the 
contract between the creditor and principal debtor will 
not discharge the surety, unless they materially tnerease 
his risk. The doctrine is not new, but the contrast be- 
tween the two classes of defence has not often been put 
in. so striking alight. The distinction ‘is’ a’ reasonable 
one. There is a difference between a particular act or 
performance, and the. whole complete arrangement ‘of 
which it forms a part.’ If the surety ‘undertakes 
that.a person shall discharge a particular obligation 
(suchas. to account: for and pay over monies), so 
long as. that obligation’ remains there is no reason 
why he should) be discharged merely because the 
person under the obligation and the' person to ‘whom 
the obligation is'\ due’ agree to caricel or to vary some 
other right or obligation connected with it on the one’ side 
or on the other, but for the maintenance of which ‘the 
surety, has not stipulated; on the other hand,’ ‘the 
person who is to have the benefit of this undertaking 
must not: render it practically more burdensome to ‘the 
surety, by making the performance of the guaranteed 
obligation less secure ; for this would be to’ benefit 
either himself or the person who contracts with him at 
the surety’s cost. The particular alteration in the con- 
tract, which was here held not ‘to diseharge the surety, 
was tle alteration of the period of notice of dismissal 
from one month ‘to three. 








Prorits. oF AN (ATTORNEY iN THE Reton oF’ QuEEN 
Exizavsts.—In the life of Sir' Thomas More, by his 
ndson, Cresacre More, who lived in the reign of Queen 
lizabeth, it,is stated that a private attorney by his-own 
practice would then commonly leave his child five hundred 
pound land of inheritance,—C, ;P,, Cooper's, Chancery, Mis- 
cellanies. 

A Novet Dirricutry.—At the Belfast assizes, the other 
day, before Mr. Justice Lawson, ten men. were \indieted for 
being engaged in a riotous assembly on the 16th of August 
last in Belfast. When the clerk of the Crown called(over 
the names of the prisoners, oné,of them, Edward Kelly, did 
not answer. ‘His Lordship asked Where is the prisoner? 
One of the’prisoners in the dock said, ‘“‘ My lord, he is on 
the jary in’ the Record Court, before Judge Keogh.” 
His Lordship ‘said ‘to’ the Sheriff—Go into the Record 
Court, and see if Judge Keogh will permit him to come in 
here for a short time... The Sheriff retired, and returned 
into court shortly after, and made a communication to 
His Lordship. After some discussion, the Crown counsel 
entered a solle prosequi in the indictment. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. April 5, 1873. 








NOTES. 





During the recent debate in the Commons on the Irish 
Jury Law, some more illustrations were furnished of the 
working of the system. Mr. Bruen stated that a barrister 
of many years’ experience had written a letter to him 
stating that a juror who had been summoned to try an 
important criminal case at Nenagh, when he was about 
to be sworn said he could not read or write ; and several 
others who had been summoned were equally incompetent. 
At Kilkenny one of the jurors in an important case, which 
had occupied the Court for a day, said to a barrister, 
“Could not your honour get me let off, as | have been 
brought from a distance of fifty miles, and cannot read or 
write ; nor do I understand a word of what is going on.” 
In another important case a juror objected to his being 
obliged to hear both sides, and said there was no use in 
making long speeches.. Mr, Ormsby, Gore mentioned the 
case of a man who hat been tried for perjury, in which 
five jurors stated that they wished to find him not guilty, 
observing that they did not understand the evidence. 
There was another case in which a man had been charged 
with robbery, and the jury found him guilty of a common 
assault, which the judge observed was the queerest name 
for robbery he had ever heard. 





In a case tried on the Western Circuit before Mr. 
Justice Grove, the jury retired, and having been locked 
up for more than an hour, sent in a note t> the judge, ask- 
ing what damages would carry costs. His Lordship declined 
to answer the question. T'wo hours later a second note 
came in, saying that the jury had agreed upon their verdict, 
but not as to expenses. His Lordship then sent for them, 
and addressed them as follows :--L supposa this last note 
you have sent in means damages. It is my duty to tell you 
that you have nothing to do. with the question of costs. That 
is a matter which the law settles, and which the law gives 
the jury no discretion about. What you have to do is to 
consider fairly and properly, irrespective of expenses, 
whether plaintiff is entitled to damages or not. If I am 
right in supposing you are trying to exercise a function 
which does not belong to you, you will be longer in being 
released. If you have been considering the question of costs 
up to this time you had better now begin to consider 
the question of damages. You will hive plenty of time to 
do it. The jury again retired, several of them shaking their 
heads ‘with looks of despair. Ina case at Liverpool after 
retiring for half-an-hour, the jury returned, when the fore- 
man siid, “ We have found a verdict for the plaintiff— 
damages one farthing, and each party to pay his own ex- 
penses.” 


The Albany Law Journal says that J. W. Kingman, * Asso- 
ciate Justice United States Supreme Court, Wyoming 
Territory,” has written a letter tothe Pennsylvania Woman 
Suffrage Association, giving a glowing account of the female 
juror system. He says the court was nearly powerless, with 
only men for jurors, in enforcing the laws against drunken- 
ness, _ ergs. houses of ill-fame and debauchery, in any 
form, buta few women in the panel “changed the face of 
things at cnce, and from that day this kind of vice has 
trembled before the law and hidden itself from sight, where 
it stalked abroad with shameless front and brazen con- 
fidence in protection from punishment.” Again, hé says, 
that ‘*not a single verdict, civil or criminal, has been set 
aside when women have composed a part of the jary.” The 
presence of the women in the court-room, both as jurors and 
as bailiffs, has prodaced ‘quiet, order and deeorum, decent 
and respectful behaviour, and gentlemanly bearing.” “The 
spectators come there better dressed, chew less tobacco and 
spit less, sit more quietly in ‘their seats, walk more 
earefully on the floor, talk and whisper less, ‘and in all 
respects, the court-room assumes, a more dignified and 
business-like air; and better progress is made in disposing 
of the matter in hand.”’ 


os 


A city firm recently advertised for a clerk and received 
in reply the following communication :—‘‘In answer to 
enclosed advertisement I beg to place myself on the list of 
applicants to fill the vacancy therein mentioned. I am at 
present and have been nearly two years in a solicitor’s office ; 





my reason for abandoning the law as soon as I can be 
drafted to some other employment is on account of a Bill 
recently brought before Parliament, the effect of which is to 
render unnecessary the services of about two-thirds of the 
London solicitors It has passed the ‘Upper House’ and 
will undoubtedly pass the ‘Commons.’” 


-_o 


It is stated in a work just issued, cont ining the history 
of the celebrated Bovill patent litigation, thit ‘‘ not less than 
£4,000 a word has been spent in discussing the meaning of 
the sixteen words, “ my iavention relates only to sucking 
away the plenum of dusty air forced through the stoaes.”” 





The Architect prints the amounts of the tenders 
for the Law Courts sent in on 25th Murch. It 
appears that nineteen tenders were sent in. ‘Iho highest 
tender for Contracts 2 and 3 was by Myers & Sons at 
£950,000, and the lowest was by Bull & Son, of Southampton, 
at £732,095. 








REVIEWS. 


ee 


An Epitome of Leading Common Law Cases, with some Short 
Notes thereon; chiefly intended as a Guide to ‘* Smith's 
Leading Cases.” By Jonn Invermaur, Solicitor (Clif- 
ford’s Ian Prizeman, 1872). Stevens & Haynes, 1873. 


This little book may be useful as an introduction to the 
study of the two formidable volumes to which it is ine 
tended as a guide. It may also serve to remind students 
who have read them of the points decided in the leading 
cases, and, as the margins are tolerably ample, it may 
furnish a sort of nucleus to be added to as the student 
advances in acqairement. For this purpose an interleaved 
edition might be found still more useful. Mr. Indermaur 
does not confine himself to the cases placed at the head ot 
the notes in Mr. Smith’s book. His epitome is terse and 
accurate. Probably the notes have been intentionally cat 
short. They are usually intelligent, but they might with 
advantage in some places be rendered rather more full. 





The Institutes of Justinian, edited as a Recension of the 
Institutes of Gaius. By Tuomas Erskine Hottanp, 
B.C.L., of Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law, formerly 
Fellow of Exeter College, Oxford. Oxford: At the 
Clarendon Press. 1873. 

This is  well-printed and elegantly got-up pocket 
edition of the Institutes of Justinian, issuing from the 
Clarendon Press. The editor states in his preface that 
“the special object of the present edition of the Institutes 
of Justinian is to show how far they may | fairly be de- 
scribed asa ‘recension’ of the Institutes of Gaius,” and 
hopes that it will “throw light upon the historical develop- 
ment of Roman Law.” In pursuance of this design, those 
parts of the Commentaries of Gaius which are retained by 
the Latin compilers are printed in a thick black type; the 
omitted portions however are not given, and for historical 
purposes these are far more important than the portions 
which’are retained. It is true that marginal references 
indicate in rather minute figures what sections of the 
original work are emitted, but the amount of assistance 
afforded by these almost invisible guiding posts to the 
student who wishes to examine the works in their his- 
torical relation, will not be great. 

It can scarcely have been seriously supposed by the 
editor that the historical study of the Roman Law 
either required, or would be greatly aided by the 
publication of’ the present work:  (ineist’s Syntagma, 
which ‘is well/known, has ‘already exhibited in parallel 
cotamns 'the ‘Commentaries and the Institutes ; and 
with this advantage, that the student has before his 
eyes at once: ‘the old ‘and the -new. ~The present 
work also-contains references indicating the sources of 

of: the Institutes: derived from other writers than 

Gaius, and the constitutions referred to in various places, 

but these also do not-appear to go beyond what may be 

found in Gueist, which is in other respects much more 
copious and instructive. The introduction gives a short 
account of the Justinian legislation, and of some of the 
leading Roman jurists, but contains nothing to assist in 
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‘the historical comparison of the two works, the Commen- 
‘taries and the Institutes. A convenient index of mat- 
ters is placed at the end of the volume. 

Upon the whole, if the student wishes for a portable, 
handy, and well-printed copy of the Institutes, we can 
recommend him to this work ; but if he wishes fer a com- 
plete and instructive comparison of Gaius and the Institutes, 
we should advise him rather to go to the excellent Syn- 
tagma of Gneist, on which the present work appears to be 
founded. 

The Stannaries Act, 1869, edited with notes explanatory 
of its several sections, &e. By Joun Batten, Jun., Esq., 
B.A., late Open Exhibitioner of Balliol College, Oxford, 
and of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-law. London: Wildy 
& Sons. 1873. 

The author of this book explains that it is intended as a 
short practical guide for persons engaged in the actual 
working of mines, and only in a secondary sense as a book 
for lawyers. For this purpose it appears to us to be well- 
fitted, but there is much in the book of interest and value 
to the legal profession. The first chapter of the introduc- 
tion contains a concise account of the jurisdiction of the 
Stantiaries Court, which originally on the common law 
side was limited to suits between tin-miners, while on the 
-equity side it was exerted ;with reference to tin-mines, but 
‘by the 6 & 7 Will. 4, c, 106, was extended, as Mr. Batten ex- 
presses it, “ to all matters and things relating in either case 
‘to miners working for or mines containing other metallic 
minerals.’” The second chapter of the introduction is 
devoted to the cost-book system, as to which Mr. Batten, 
while pradently forbearing from attempting a concise de- 
fiuition of this peculiar form of partnership, indicates 
with much clearness the points wherein it differs froma 
partnership at common law. 

‘*1, It must have for'its object the working of mines or 
working for metallic minerals, and nothing else. 

2. Any one partner in it may transfer his shares without 
“the consent of his co-partners, 

3. Capital may beraised at any time by way of calls 
without the consent of every individual member of the 
‘partnership. 

4. It is essentially conducted upon a ready money 
system, and does not, under any circumstances, admit of a 
power in any one member of the partnership to bind 
another, either at lawor in equity, in respect of the 
repayment of borrowed cash. (It will, however, appear 
hereafter that this proposition must not be taken as being 
quite indisputable). 

5. It permits a partner to retire and get rid of further 
liability without the consent of his co-partners, and without 
any special notice to creditors or customers.” 

After a chapter on the question as to how far the Stan- 
naries Act, 1869, is retrospective in its operation, the rest 
of the book consists of that Act printed in full with ex- 
planatory notes to such of the sections as seem to require 
them, Bearing in mind the primary object of the treatise, 
we are inclined to think Mr. Batten’s. commentary both 
useful and sufficient. The notes are clearly and carefully 
written, and never err in the way of diffuseness. The 
appendix contains forms relating to the constitution and 
winding up of cost-book companies. 





The Student’s Guide to the Statute Law relatiag\to Conveyane- 
ing. By Gerorce Nicnots Marcy, of Lincoln’s Inn, 
Barrister-at-law.. Davis & Son. 

Mr. Marcy’s idea of furnishing an epitome of the pria- 
-cipal statutes. relating. to. conveyancing is ingenions, and 
his little book, we think, ie likely to prove of service, to 
students. ‘The substance of the leading Acts.is presented 
in a short compass, and their-provisions appear to be care- 
fully condensed. . ‘The labour involved. in reducing the pro- 
visions of statutes to the form im which. they are here 
-given is very gteat,,and.Mr...Maroy. deserves much 
credit for the success with whieh he has accomplished this 





On Wednesday, Lord St. Leonards came into the Assize 
‘Court at Kingston, and was received with great marks of 
:respect by the Bar, who stood up on his entrance to the 
-Court, 





APPOINTMENTS. 


The appointment of Henry Turina, Esq., C.B, Par- 
liamentary Counsel to the Home Office, to be an ordin 
member of the Civil Division of the Second Clacs or Knight 
Commanders of the Order of the Bath, is gazetted. Sir 
Henry is the second son of the Rev. John Gale Dalton 
Thring, of Alford, Somersetshire, by Sarah, daughter of 
the late Rev. John Jenkyns. He was educated at Magdalen 
College, Cambridge, where ho graduated in 1841,. He was 
— to the Bar at the Inner Temple, in Hilary Term, 


Mr. Witu1am Wane, of Newport, Monmouth, has been 
appointed a Commissioner 1o administer oaths in the Court 
of Chancery. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

March 28.—Custody of Infants Bill—This Bill, with 
amendments, went through Committee. 

Poor Allotments Management Bill.—This Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

Bastardy Laws Amendment Bill.—This Bill also was 
read a third time and passed. 

March 29.—Royal dssent.—Her Majesty's assent was 
given by commission to the Consolidated Fand Bill, the 
Victoria Embankment. {Somerset-house) Bill, the Epping 
Forest Bill, and the Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders Bill. 

March 31.—Custody of Infants Bill.—The report of this 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

Salmon Fisheries Convmissioners Bil/—This Bill was read 
a second time, after some observations from Lord 
Redesdale. 

April 1,.—Supreme Court of Judicature Bill—On_ the 
order for Committee (on re-commitment) on this Bill, 
Lord Cairns suggested that the Bill should be referred to 
a Select Committee. He pointed out two matters on which 
there must be a considerable amount of minute discussion. 
One was the schedale which contains the code of procedure 
to be introduced by the Bill. He expressed an opinion that 
when it came to be examined it would be found mach more 
applicable to the plain and simple cases which.arise in 
the Courts of Common Law than to the more complicated 
cases which arise in the Courts of Equity, The other 
matter was the course adopted with regard to the Court of 
Chancery. ‘The Bill proposed to make the Court of 
Chancery the Second Division of the Supreme Court 
but the Lord Chancellor, who had hitherto been. ats 
the head of the Court of Chancery, was taken away from 
it altogether. This division was to have the Master of 
the Rolls, with the Vice-Chancellors and the Judge of the 
Court of Admiralty under him ; so that the effect of this 
portion of the Bill would be to sever altogether the connec. 
tion which had hitherto existed between the Lord Chancel- 
lor and the Court of Chancery, and which,it appeared to 
him, had been the life and essence of that Court. This 
objection did not impair the principle ofthe Bill; but at 
the same time the alterations which it would be necessary 
to make in regard to this matter, if the objection prevailed 
would be so much of changes of detail, and b2 so, minute, 
that they could be more conveniently dealt. with by 
a Select, Committee, He was anxious that there s 
be.no delay. The Select Committee might meet imme- 
diately after the reassembling of the House, and. bold. its 
sittings de die in. diem, and the whole work of the Select 
Committee might, be concladed within a week.—Dhe Lord 
Chancellor said. he was, far from insensible,, of). the 
convenience of dealing with the details of) particular 
clauses in the.manner proposed, . Hoping aud believing 
that by this meaus the Bill would go dowm stamped with 
more authority to another place, he acceded to the sug- 
gestion. With respect to the fature relations of the Lord 
Chancellor aud the Court of Chancery, as at present advised 
he was disposed to adhere to the provisions in the Bill; 
but on that and every other subject he should beglad to have 
an opportunity of exchanging opinions and reasons with 
those who may sit on the Select Committee.—Lord Denman 
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expressed his disapproval of the plan of abolishing the ap- 
pellate jurisdiction of their Lordships’ House.-—Lord 
Redesdale could not help expressing his opinion that the 
proposed abolition of the appellate jurisdiction of their 
Lordships’ House was a very serious matter, and would be 
attended with mischievous results hereafter. He believed 
the legal jurisdiction of the House had arisen even before 
the constitution of Parliament itself. It was granted 
originally by Magna Charta, which provided that when arly 
one complained of a jasticiary twenty-four Barons should 
be appointed to consider the case, and in practice any 
matter of the kind was referred for hearing to four of them. 
—The Marquis of Salisbury said he presumed that the 
fact of the Bill being sent to a Select Committee would not 
deprive him of the opportunity of bringing forward ata 
future stage the proposition of which he had given notice, 
having for its object the introduction into that House of 
the members of the Court of Appeal to be constituted by 
the Bill. The Bill wes referred to a Select Committee. 

Endowed Schools (Address) Bill.—This Lill, the object of 
which is to extend from forty daysto four months the 
time for which schemes of the Endowed Schools Com- 
missioners must lie on the tables of both Houses, was read 
a second time. 

Custody of Infants Bill.—This Bill was read a third time 
and passed. 

Salon Fisheries Commissioners Bill—This Bill went 
throngh Committee, and was reported, some verbal 
amendments having been made on the report. 

Supreme Court of Judicature Bill.—The Lord Chancellor 
moved that the following Peers be nominated on the 
Select Committee toconsider this Bill:—The Archbishop 
of Canterbury, the Lord Chancellor, the Marquis of Ripon, 
Viscount Halifax, the Duke of Bedford, the Marquis of 
Salisbury, the Earl of Derby, Earl Grey, the Earl of 
Morley, Viscount Eversley, Lord Clinton, Lord Redesdale, 
Lord Chelmsford, Lord Lyveden, Lord Westbury, Lord 
Romilly, Lord Penrhyn, Lord Colonsay, Lord Cairns, Lord 
Hatherley, Lord Blackford. 

Endowed Schools (Address) Bill—This Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

Salmon Fisheries Commissioners Bill,—This Bill was read 
a third time and passed. 

Investment of Capital in Improving Land.—Lord Salis- 
bury moved for a Select Committee to inquire into the 
facilities afforded by the existing law for the investment 
of capitalin the improvement of land, and to report 
whether any alteration of the Jaw is requisite in order 
farther to encourage such investment. After some discus- 
sion the motion was agreed to with a slight modification 
preposed by Lord Cairns, 





ROUSE OF COMMONS. 


March .28.—Dublin University Bill—Mr. Callan asked 
the Speaker whether as Mr. Fawcett had altered the Bill, 
it was competent for him to move the second reading.—Mr. 
Fawcets said he proposed to withdraw the Bill, and as the 
leave aiready given to introduce a Bill would still exist, he 
would ask leave to present another Bill in lieu of it, the 
second reading of which he would fix for Wednesday.— The 
Speaker thought Mr. Fawcett had infringed the rule that 
when once a Bill bad been received and read a first time, 
no essential alteration conld be made in it but by order of 
the House. The proper course to pursue would be to dis- 
charge the order for the second reading, to withdraw the 
Bill, and then toask leave to present another Billin its 
place, the second reading of which Mr. Fawcett could fix for 
any day he chose.—After an animated debate in which Mr. 
Gladstone contended that the new Bill could not be pre- 
sented without notice, the new Bill was read a first time and 
the second reading fixed for Wednesday. 

Election of Representative Peers.—Mr. Stapleton called 
attention to the mode of electing representative Peers, 
alleging that the result was’ that they did not acourately 
represent the Scotch and Irish Peers.—Mr. Gladstone 
thought the only argument for the present system was 
that it was prescribed by the Act of Union. 

Juries (Ireland) Act.—Mr. Bruen moved for a Select 


Committee to inquire into the operation of the Act'34and' 


35 Vict.’c. 65, Juries (Ireland) Act. The Marquis 
of Hartington assented to the inquiry on behalf of the 











Government, on condition that it was to include the system 
which was at work before the Act passed. 

Married Women's Property Act (1870) Amendment Bill.— 
The first six clauses of this Bill passed through Com- 
mittee. 


March 31.—Railway and Canal Trafie Pill—On the 
motion that the House should go into Committee on this 
Bill, Mr. Chichester Fortescue accepted the amendment 
to clause 5, omitting the words which were supposed to em- 
power the Commissioners to override all private Railway 
Acts; also the proviso to clause 10, moved by Mr. Cross, 
protecting the companies from having imposed on them 
lower charges than they are legally charging for like traffic 
on any other line of communication between the same 
points.—An amendment moved by Mr. Fielden, that the 
House go into Committee on the Bill that day six months 
was negatived, and the House went into Committee. In 
the course of the discussion, Mr, Fortescue stated that 
the salaries of the Commissioners would be £3,000 a year 
each. He declined to change the qualification from 
‘experience in the law ” contained in the Bill to “a 
barrister of fourteen years’ standing,” as proposed by Mr. 
Charley, but he stated that the first legal member will bea 
barrister of fourteen years’ standing. Progress was re- 
ported when clause 21 was reached. 

Matrimonial Causis Acts Amendment Fi l.—This Bill was. 
read a second time. 

Sites for Places of Religiovs Worship Bill.—This Bill 
passed through commit‘ce. 

Public Worship Facil'ties Bil’—This Bill was read the 
third time and passed, 

Law Relating to Builling Soci-ties—Mr. Ci033 brought 
in a Bill to amend the law relating to building societies. 


April 1.—Amendment of Workshops Act.—Sir J. luubbock 
brought in a Bill to provide for regulating the hours of 
labour of children, young persons, and women in shops for 
the sale of goods, and otherwise to extend and amend tho 
Workshops Act. 

Public Schools Act.—Mr. Winterbotham brought in a Bill’ 
to amend the Public Schools Act, 1868, as to the property 
of Shrewsbury School. 

Fairs Act, 1868.—Mr. Dodds brought in a Bill to amend: 
this Act. 

Franchise in Ireland.—-Mr. Callan brought in two Bills; 
one to assimilate the borough franchise in Ireland to that of* 
England, and the other to reduce the qualification for the 
franchise in counties in Ireland. 

Defamation Bill..—Mr. Raikes moved the, second reading 
of this Bill.—The Attorney-General opposed the motion, 
and on a division the Bill was thrown ont by a majority of 
64. : 

April 2.—Seduction Laws Amendment Bil!.—Mr. Charley, 
in moving the second reading of this Bill, said that it pro- 
posed to raise the age after which “ consent” can be 
pleaded from twelve to fourteen; to alter the mode of 
dealing with those who kept disorderly houses; t2, abolish 
altogether the fiction of service and to extend the, right of 
action to orphan minors.—Mr. C. Bentinck opposed the Bill 
There was no reason, he’ said, why the Housé shotld be 
asked to trouble itself with small tinkerings of tho law 
which could do no good whatever. The hon. and learned 
meinber tried his prentice hand last year on ‘thé Bastardy 
Laws, and the only result was that of throwing a number of 
women with their offspring on the world.’ “He thought the 
present remedy for dealing with disorderly hoises sufficient, 
and apprehended that the abolition of the fiction ‘of loss of 
service would open the door'to extortion. —On the’ part of 
the Government, the Attortiey-General assented ' to the-se. 
cond reading, though he could not accept all the provisions: 
—for instance, the postponement of the age ofconsent from 
twelve to fourteen. He would not’stand up forthe state- 
of'the law felating to actiotis for seduction. ° Bat if they 
were to alter it, he would prefer doing 80 in this way :— 
The action shéuld be'at the suit of the woman herself, ‘not 
for what he might call an ordinary seduction—that is, ‘an: 
improper’ iiitercoarsé between a young man‘and a young 
woman; an action Bhould not be allowed or: maintained 
exeept where’ there’ had‘ been on the part’ of the man 


something ‘like fraud ‘or ‘Violetice:—Mti. Newdegate, Mr. 
Mundella, Mr. Straight, Mr.Candlish, and Mr’ A. Egerton 
spoke in favour of the Bill, and it was read a second time. 
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April 3.—Breach of Privilege—Mr. Munster. called 
attention to an article in the Pall Mali Gazette of Monday, 
which spoke of the “ Ultramoniane members ” restoring to 
every quibble of Parliamentary law to defeat Mr. Fawcett’s 
Bill, which “cut the ground from under their venal agita- 
tions and their trafficin noisy disloyalty.” He moved 
** That in the opinion of this House the said article contains 
libellous reflections on certain members of this House, in 
breach of the privileges of the House.” After several 
speeches the Attorney-General doubted whether any 
breach of privilege, in the strict sense of the term had 
been committed. To constitute this offence the character 
of members must be attacked in their capacity of members, 
and he thought that the article had not done this. The 
motion was ultimately withdrawn. 

Dublin University Billi—Mr. Fawcett withdrew his 
Dublin University Tests (No. 2) Bill, and the order was 
discharged. Subsequently he moved that the Speaker do 
leave the chair, with the object of introducing in Committee 
of the whole House a third Bill abolishing tests in Trinity 
College and the University of Dublin; but the Speaker, 
decided that as it was opposed business, it must stand over 

until next day. 

Sites for Places of Religious Worship Bill.—This Bill 
was read a third time. 

Bastardy Laws Amendment Bill.—The Lords’ Amen- 
ments to this Bill were considered and agreed to, 

Vagrant Acts.—Mr. Pease introduced a Bill to smend an 
Act passed in ihe fifth year of the reign of his Majesty 
George IV., c. 83, intituled ‘‘An Act for the Punishment 
of Idle and Disorderly Persons and Rogues and Vagabonds 
in that part of Great Britain called England;” and to re- 
peal the ‘* Vagrant Act Amendment Act, 1868.” 

Railway and Canal Trafic Bill.—The House went into 
committee on this Bill. On clause 22 (Powers of Commis- 
sioners), Mr. Chichester Fortescue proposed to insert words 
which would enable the Commissioners, if they thought 
fit, to state a case in writing for the opinion of a Superior 
Court upon any question which, in their opinion, was a 
question of Jaw; but ultimately agreed that the Govern- 
ment, without binding themselves to any particular words, 
would introduce a provision which would make an appeal 
absolute in those cases in which the Commissioner§ were 
not unanimous, The amendment, having been amended, 

_ was then agreed to, and the clause as altered was ordered 
to stand part of the Bill. The Bill ultimately passed throngh 
committee. 

University Tests (Dublin) (No. 3) Bill—Mr. Fawcett 
brought in a bill for the abolition of tests in Trinity College 
and the University of Dublin. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Perrys, sitting as Chief Judge. ) 
March 7.— Ex parte Cooper, re Schuman. 


A eréditor received notice of the presentation by his debtor 


of a petition for liquidation, but no notice was given to him of 
@ resolution for liquidation by arrangement passed by the 
ereditora, After the registration of the resolution he signed 
Judgment, aud issued execution for the amount of his claim, 
Upon an application for a perpetual injunction, 
Held, that the creditor had no right to proceed to exeeution, 
and the Court ordered him to pay the eosts of the application, 
This was an application on behalf of. the trustee under 
liquidation proceedings for an order to make perpetualjan 
injanction restraining a creditor who had levied an execu. 
tion upon the goods of the debtor from proceeding toa sale. 
The debtor having filed a petition for liquidation hy 
arrangement or composition; under the 125th and 126th 
sections. of the Bankruptcy | Act, 1869, notice of the. fact 
was given to the creditor sought. to be restrained, and at 
the first meeting, held on the 10th of February, the creditors 
passed a resolution for a. Jiqnidation by arrangement, and 
appointed a trustee, and. the resolution was duly registered, 
It did not appear that any notice of the resolution was 
served upon the creditor, buf on the, 27th, February he 
—_ an exeeution to be levied upon the goods of the 
ebtor. 





‘ Mr. Lumley (solicitor), in support of the application.— 
The levying the execution was an unlawful act on the part 
of the creditor, and the Court might order him to pay costs: 
He referred to Rule 289, and to Re Thorpe, 21 W. R. 327. 

Doria, for the creditor.—This case is distinguishable from 
Re Thorpe, because the creditor has not received notice of 
the resolution. 

Mr, Registrar Pepys,—In this case the creditor received 
the usual notice of the presentation of the petition for li- 
quidation. He proceeds with his action, notwithstanding, 
and, after the creditors pass a resolution for a liquidation 
by arrangement, he causes an execution to be levied upon 
the debtor’s effects. Iam of opinion that he had no au- 
thority to do this. He had no right to lie quietly by 
without taking the trouble to ascertain what the creditors: 
had done at the first meeting. ‘The injunction must bo- 
made perpetual, and the creditor must pay the costs of this. 
application. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


The annual meeting of this society was held on March 
29th, at the offices of the company, Chancery-lane, Jamz» 
Cuppon, Esq., in the chair. 

Mr. McGzpx (the actuary and secretary) read the notice 
convening the meeting, and the minutes of the preceding 
general meeting, which were confirmed. The directors’ 
report and statement of accounts, having been cireulated, 
were taken as read. 

The CHAmman said—Gentlemen, it is satisfactory to 
observe that the business of the company in both depart- 
ments is steadily increasing. This progress has not beer 
accomplished through any increased expenditure ; on the 
contrary, in the past financial year, the expenses of manage- 
ment have been diminished by about £330. In the fire 
department, notwithstanding the increase of business, and 
consequently increased expectation of loss, the losses have 
been very materially less than last year. In the life 
department, the new business in premiwns exceeds that of 
last year, and it will be seen from the number of proposals 
uncompleted. that the board has not been eager to take new 
business if not appearing eligible. Though the claims in the 
life department during the past year amount to more than 
anticipated, it must not be forgotton that the mortality in 
1871 was unusually light, and we can hardly expect: two- 
favourable years successively. It is a good feature of the- 
past year that the average amount per new policy has. 
increased to £814. In 1871 such average was £664. A. 
continuance of good new business in both departments of 
nearly £15,000 a year would, I am confident, be regarded 
as entirely satisfactory ;,and you will bear in mind that 
no portion of it is foreign business. But in order to keep 
up to this mark it is really necessary that the shareholders 
should ¢»-operate'with the board in endeavouring to extend 
the business. It is obviously to their advantage todo so, 
for clearly the dividends must depend -very much on such 
eo sepa This’ is the year fixed for dividing # moiety 
of the reserved fire profits,—in speaking of profits I mean 
genuine profits,—after making an adequate deduction for 
all current risks. The dividend of 12 per cent. recommended 
to you includes such moiety of reserved fire profits; Alth 
per will observe that a considerably larger: dividend ‘might 

ave been paid this year, I think you will agree that it 
was prudent and proper to reserve something to meetthe 
contingency of a future year not being so favourable: in its 
results, and I-hope all will feel that.12).per cent..is.a 
excellent dividend. I think-all .will:also agree that itis 
for the true interest of the shareholders that the dividend 
should be: eqnalized as far as ‘possible, :for great fluctuations. 
in dividends inflate and.de the price of shares unduly. 
You will observe that it is desired. to alter several clauses of 
the deed of settlement, of which I will speak hereafter. : In 
the meantime I will conclude by moving the adoption of the 
report and balance-sheet. ore 
r. F. R, Waxp seconded the motion, which was earried 


unanimously. : 

Mr. H. H. Maups proposed, and Mr. Mark WaLters 
seconded, the. re-election.of the directors, who retired from. 
office by rotation, as follows :—Mr. G. M. Arnold, Mr, E, 
Breese, Mr. F, Charsley, Mr. F. J. Coverdale, Mr. A. S- 
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Field, Sir William Foster, Bart. ,Mr. Henry Hancock, Mr. H. 
T. Johns, Mr. Henry Mason, Mr. T. Rawlins, Mr. H. T. 
Sankey, Mr. ©. A. Swinburne, and Mr. Henry Verrall. 
The re-election of these gentleman was carried unanimously 

Mr, Theodore Waterhouse was re-elected as the share-. 
holders’ ‘auditor for the ensuing year. 

The CuatmMan said— Gentlemen, you will all regret the 
death of our auditor, Mr. Francis Worsley, who had k2en 
with us from the commencement of the company. I beg to 
propose the election of Mr. James J. Darley, as the directers’ 
auditor, in the place of Mr. Worsley. 

Mr. G, M. Arnoxp seconded the motion, which was 
carried unanimously. 

An extraordinary general meeting was then held, in pur- 
suance of the powersand provisions of the deed of settlement, 
for the purpose of making three alterations in the clauses of 
the deed of settlement. 

The CuairMan said—Gentleman, you wil!l observe that 
it is proposed to alter several clauses of the deed of settle- 
ment. As to clause 110, though it is proposed in future 
to restrict the number of shares to be held by any one 
person to 2,000 (exceptas to any coming to him by settlement 
or bequest), in lieu of 5,000, it is to be borne in mind that 
2,000 shares now represent a money value (at the present 
price) equal to 5,000 originally. For certainly it would not be 
easy to acquire now 2,000 shares for £2,500, which sum 
was the original cost of 5,000 shares. It is clearly to the 
interest of the company that the shares should be distri- 
buted as much as possible. And, as the proposed altera- 
tion does not affect existing interests, I hope that it will be 
adopted without difficulty. With regard to clause 111, 
the intention is, I think, manifest, but the 
language is ambiguous. There are now 49 deceased 
proprietors on our books, and the cessation of business 
from 49 shareholders is clearly a matter of some importance. 
The alteration of clause 111 ought, I think, to be 
regarded as a formal alteration only. In allowing executors 
two years to make their arrangements for transferring 
shares, we go further than some other offices, who altogether 
suspend payment of dividends until a new name appears on 
the register of shareholders. Though it may be considered 
that any particular individual may properly hold a small 
number of shares, it surely does not follow that he is suffi- 
ciently responsible or otherwise an eligible person for 
holding a large number of shares, and it is desired to give 
the board the power in future to determine in each case 
what number of shares ought to be held by any particular 
individual, without reference to the question whether he is 
now ashareholder of 5 shares, or of 4,500, or whatever it may 
be. We have no power to enquire into his responsibility, 
but must put his name on the register. The proposed 
alterations have been well considered by the directors, 
and, if carried into effect, they cannot fail to benefit the 
the company. 

Mr. Donatp DAteyurce, M.P?.—I am very pleased that 
the directors have come to the conclusion they have with 
regard to putting the shares on a proper footing. This is a 
power with which the directors require to be armed, and I 
came here on purpose to give my hearty support to the 
measure which this board have put before us, and which I 
hope will be carried with unanimity 

Mr. Joseru Dopps, M.P., proposed ‘‘ That from and after 
the 3lst March, 1873, no person shall be entitled to have 
transferred to him any number of shares whereby the total 
number of shares held by him shall exceed 2,000, exclusive 
of such as may come to him by settlement or bequest ; and 
no two or more persons sliall be registered a joint shareholder 
of any one or more share 6r shares, ”’ 

Mr. Datrymrce, M.P., seconded the motion. 

The resolution was then put and carried unanimonsly. 

Mr. Basit FretD moved the next resolution, its purport 
being to alter clause 111 of the deed of settlement by 
omitting the word “not” from the 29th line of the said 
-clause, and by the insertion of the words ‘‘but not after- 
wards” afterthe word ‘‘title’’ in the 35th line of the said 

-¢lause, which was seconded by Mr. Warp, and carried 
unanimously. 

Mr. F. R. Warp next proposed a resolution, for the 
purpose of altering clause 113, by omitting, after the word 
*‘ consideration,’ in the 30th line of the said clause, the 
whole of the words to the end of the clause, and by 
substituting the following words for those omitted :—-“' And 
shall accept or reject any such transfer, whether proposed to 

-be made to a person already a shareholder or not, and, if 





required, shall, in writing signed by two directors, certify 
such acceptance or rejection to the person giving the 
notice.” 

Mr. C. Pemberton seconded the motion, which was at 
once agreed to. 

The Cuainman intimated that that was the whole of the 
business. 

Mr. J. Dopps, M.P.—Before we separate, I have very 
great pleasure in moving that our cordial thanks be given to 
the chairman and directors for their efficient and successful 
services to this company. 

Mr. Datrymp.e, M.P.,—I bave great pleasure in second. 
ing this resolution. I congratulate the board as well as the 
shareholders upon the way in which the work has been 
dene, and upon the march and progress which this company 
is making amongst the offices of this country. I believe 
that if all offices kept their fire and life accounts as rigidly 
separate as those of the Law Union, it would be much better 
than lumping them together, and making the protits of the 
one bolster up the failures of the other. 

The Cuarrman.—By the deed of settlement of this com- 
pany they cannot be mixed up, but must be kept totally 
distinct. 

The resolution having been carried with applause, 

The Cratrman said. —On behalf of the board and myself, 
I thank you all very much indeed for your kind expressions 
towards us and for your approval ofour conduct, We have 
paid every attention to the business, aud have endeavoured 
to transact it in the most prudent way, so as to make it safe, 
sound, and profitable. 

Mr, J. ANpErson Roszt.—We have one other duty to per- 
form, and that is to passa vote of thanks to our worthy 
secretary and the staff. Iam sure that unless the secretary 
and staf did more than their duty at times, we should not be 
in the prosperous position that we are. I beg to propose 
this vote with a great deal of pleasure. 

The resolution was seconded, and carried with acclamation. 

Mr. McGepy having briefly acknowledged the compliment 
on behalf of himself, the solicitor, and the office staff, the pro- 
ceedings were brought to a conclusion. 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Jaw Institution, on Wed- 
nesday last, Mr. Park Nelson in the chair; the other 
directors present being Messrs. W. B. Brook, E. F. Burton, 
Edwin Hedger, H. Roscoe, Sidney Smith, and J, S. Torr. 
A sum of £185 was distributed in grants of assistance to 
the necessitous widows and families of seven deceased 
solicitors, eighteen new members were admitted to the 

association, aud other general business was transacted. 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association took place at the Law Institution, on 
Thursday, the following directors being present—viz., Mr. 
Desborough (chairman), Mr. Steward, Mr. Carpenter, Mr. 
Drew, Mr. Gresham, Mr. Kelly, Mr. Sidney Smith, Mr. 
Styan, Mr. Tylee, and Mr. Williamson. The cases brought 
before the board were duly considered—two grants were 
made—and other general business was transacted. 





ARTICLED CLERKS SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday even- 
ing, Mr. E. W. Bone inthe chair. Mr. H. White opened 
the snbject for the evening’s debate, viz.:—“ That the 
jurisdiction of the County Courts should be extended.” 
After a very animated debate the motion was lost by a 
majority of ten. 





YORKSHIRE LAW SOCIETY. 

A general meeting of the society was held at the Royal 
station Hotel, York,on Monday, the 24th of March, 1873, 
George England, Esquire, President, in the chair, when 
the report of the committee was read and adopted. ‘Three 
donations were made to widows of solicitors, and fiye 
gentlemen were proposed as new members. 





LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 
A meeting of this society was held at the Law Library, 
on the 13th instant., Mr. Morton in the chair. The su 
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ject for discussion was :—‘ A. employs B. an auctioneer, to 
sell a horse, which is knocked down to C. at the auction, 
The auctioneer omits to sign the printed catalogue. The 
buyer refuses to take the horse on the ground of a misde- 
scription. A. sues C. for the price, and although C. admitted 
in Court that the horse was so knocked down to him, the 
judge nevertheless non suited A. on the ground that there 
was no contract to satisfy the Statute of Frauds. Can A 
‘sue the auctioneer for negligence in not signing the cata. 
logue?” The affirmative view of the question was carried 
by a large majority. 

A meeting of this society was held at the Law Library on 
the 27th ult., Mr. William Hunter, solicitor, in the chair. 
“The provisions of the Supreme Court Bill” were dis- 
cussed, 





BRISTOL ARTICLED CLERKS DEBATING SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at the Law Library, 
on Tuesday evening, Mr. A. Green-Armytage, chairman 
of the society, occupying the chair. Mr. Crewdson moved 
in the affirmative that “ The present practice of setting up 
the plea of insanity, in answer to a charge of murder, tends 
to defeat the ends of jastice.”’ Mr. Norton opposed, and 
after a lengthy discussion it was decided in favour of Mr. 
Crewdson by a large majority. 


HUDDERSFIELD LAW STUDENTS DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held on March 25th, in 
the County Court, J. H. Sykes, Esq., solicitor, in the chair, 
The following question was discussed, “ Was the case of 
Xenos and another vy. Wickham (L. R. 2 H. L. Cas. 296), 
rightly decided #’ A large majority decided in the affirma- 
tive. 








OBITUARY. 


SIR W. J. ALEXANDER, Q.C. 

Sir W. J. Alexander, Attorney-General to H. R. H. the 
Prince of Wales, died on Monday afternoon, the 31st of 
March, at his residence in St. James’s-place. He was the 
eldest son of Sir Robert, the third baronet, by Eliza, 
daughter and heiress of Mr. John Wallis. He was born 
in 1803, and was educated at the University of Dublin, 
and Trinity College, Cambridge. In Michaelmas Term, 
1825, he was called to the Bar by the Hon. Society of 
Lincoln’s-inn, received silk in 1844, and subsequently be- 
came a Bencher of the Middle Temple. He received the 
appointment of Attorney-General to the Prince of Wales in 
1854, and was one of his Royal Highness’s Counsel. The 
late baronet had for some years before his death retired 
from practice and devoted himself to the duties of his 
Official position. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Easter Term, 1873. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 


The examiners appointed for the Intermediate Examina- 
tion of persons under articles of clerkship to attorneys, 
have appointed Thursday, the 24th April, for the examina- 
tion, and candidates are to attend on that day at half-past 
nine, a.m., at the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery-lane (Carey-street entrance). The examination 
will commence at ten o’clock precisely, and close at four 
o'clock. 

Articles of clerkship and assignment, if any, with 
answers to the questions as to due ‘service, according to 
the regulations approved by the Judges, must be left with 
the secretary on or ‘before the 7th April; and in case the 
articles and testimonials of service have been deposited, 
they should be re-entered, the fee paid, and theanswers 
completed on or before the 7th of April. No candidate 
will be examined who shall not have complied with these 
conditions, or whose testimonials as to service or conduct 
shall not be satisfactory to the examiners. 








Fivat Examration. 

The Examiners appointed for the examination of persons 
applying to be admitted attorneys, have appointed Tuese 
day the 22nd, and Wednesday the 23rd April, for the 
Examination, and candidates for examination are to attend 
on those days at half-past nine a.m. of each day, at the 
Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery Lane 
(Carey Street entrance). The examination will commence 
at ten o’clock precisely, and close at four o'clock. 

Articles of clerkship and assignment, if any, with 
answers to the questions as to due service, aceording to 
the regulations approved by the Judges, must be left with 
the secretary on or before Monday, the 14th April. If the 
Articles were executed after the lst January, 1861, the 
certificate cf having passed the Intermediate Examination 
should be left at the same time; and in case the Articles 
and testimonials of service have been deposited they should 
be re-entered, the fee paid, and the answers completed on 
or before the 14th April. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quoration, April 4, 1873. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 93 Annuities, April, 85 9f 

Ditto for Account, May 5, 93} | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 18§ 

3 per Cent. Reduced 91} Ex Bills, £1000, — por Ct. par 
New 3 per Cent., 91} Ditto, £500, Do —par 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, 94 | Ditto, £100 & £200, —par 

Do, 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stoo, 4§ per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 | Ct, (last half-year) 

Annuities, Jan, '80— | Ditto for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
(ndiaStk.,10}pCt.Apr.'74,205 , Ind, Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.'72 
Dittofor Account. — | Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 105 
Ditto 5perCent.,July,’80 110} | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. 88 1043 | Do.Do, 5 per Cent., Aug.’73 101 
Ditto, ditto Certificates, — | Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.97| Dittc, ditto,under £1000 


RAILWAY SIOCK. 








|Patd.|Closing Prices. 

































| Railways. | 
Stock; Bristol and Exeter ......s0ccsssssssserseesereseenees | 100 | 112 
Stock, Caledonian . 0 sseseree} 100 96 xd 
Stock, Giasgow and South-Western ....ecccreeeseroeeee 127 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 42 
Stock! Great Northern .....,...scsseereeceeereeees 127 
Stock) Dds, A Stock® ........0...ce0ceessesee a 1434 
Stock Great Southern and Wes of Ireland lid 
Stock Great Western—Original.......0...c000 1224 
Stock! Lancashire and Yorkshire ..........06 .| 100 149 
Stock, London, Brighton, and Soatl: Cuast .......0000 100 74 
Stock, London, Chatham, and Dover.......c0-.:.seeeeeee| 100 | 23 
Stock, London and North-Western ... 142 
Steck’ London and South Western.......ccccecee-sceseces 105: 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ... i 7 
Stock Metropolitan 70 
Stock}  Do., Distriet saccoccorsercercerse:sveonee 32g 
Tg 0 ER a ARES oo 135$ 
Stock North Britistt ......cccccscsereecsrseree 664 
Stuck North Eastern 357 
Stock, North London biZ 
Stock’ North Staffordshire ... 66 
SRREE) SOBER DSTO . ccassaccosesndscitonconsvetapenseasccentn 72 
Stock South-Eastern 106 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 


Mosey Market AND City INTELLIGENIE. 

The Bank rate of discount remains the same, but there 
has been a considerable change in the proportion of reserve 
to liabilities, which has fallen from 38} to 33}. The 
demand for money has been active, and an upward move- 
ment in the rate of discount appears to be very generally 
looked for. The railway market has been dull and prices 
have declined. Since Tuesday foreign stocks have also 
been depressed. Spanish have been pressed for sale on 
the unfavourable accounts of the state of Spain: 

The prospectus has been issued of the Costa Rica Gold 
Mining Company (Limited), with a capital of £250,000 in 
£25,000 shares ot £10 each, of which 9,200 shares are now 
offered for subscription. The company has been formed 
for the purpose of purchasing and working a series of mines 
secured by grants or concessions in the ri¢hest auriferous 
mining districts in the republic of Costa Rica, together 
with all such buildings and works as now exist thereon, 
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including also certain valuable legal rights of catting 
timber for all the purposes of the company, over an area of 
several miles in extent on each side of the property. 
The purchase-money is £200,000, of which £12,000 will be 
payable in cash, and £158,000 in fully paid-up shares. Of 
these latter £65,000 will be in deferred or B shares, and 
will not be entitled to participate in the profits of the com- 
pany until the ordinary shares have received a minimum 
dividend of 15 per cent. per annum. 








Tuesday.... 6 

Wednesday . 7 General paper. 

Thursday .. 8 

Friday «e+. 9..Mtns, & adj. sams, 

N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


V.C. Sin JOUN WICKENS. 
At Westminster. 
Wednesday, April 16.—Motions. 
Lincoln's Inn. 


Monday ....24 
Tuesday ....29 
Wednesday .30 . 
; Mtns., adj. sums, 
Thursd.,May 1 {x gen. pa. 
Petns., adj. sums, 
& Gen. pa. 
Short causes, adj, 
sums., & gen. pa. 


General paper. 


Friday...+.. 2 { 


Siturlay .. 3 
Monday .. 
Tuesday ....5 
Wednesday . 7 
Taursday .. 8 


Friday .... of 


f 
oe 


General paper. 


Mtas., Adj. sums., 
& gen. paper. 


COURT PAPERS. 


CJURI OF CHANCERY. 
SITTINGS AFTER Easrer Term, 1873. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
At Westminster. 
Wed., April 16.—Appeal Motions. | 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
Thursday ..17> 


Friday ....18 | 
Saturday ..19 > Appeals, 
Monday ...+2 \ 
Tuesday ..%2 
, 93 § App. mtns., petns., 
Wedneslay .23 & apps. | 
Thursday ..24 
Friday ....25 
Saturday ..26 > Appeals. 


Monday ....28 
rend cocend 1“ | 
Yednesday..30,.App.mtns.& apps. | 
Thursd, May 1 - 
Friday .... 2 
Saturday .. 3> Appeals. 
Monday ...... 5 
Tuesday .... 6 


Wednesday. 7 { 


& appeals. 
Thursday .. 8 A i 
Friday .... 9 § “PPCals. 
N.B.—Such days as his Lordship 
shall be engaged in the House 
of Lords are excepted. 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
At Westainster. 
Wed., April 16.—Appeal Motions. ! 
Lincoln's Inn, 
Thursday ..17.. Appeals. 
Friday ....18..Bkt. apps, & apps. 


Petns. in lunacy 
Saturday ..19} & app petitions. 
Monday ....21 


Tuesday ....22 } Appeals. | 
Wednesday. .23,. App.mtns. & apps. | 
Thursday ..24,, Appeals. j 
Friday ....25..Bkt. apps. & apps! 
’ . o9¢ §Petns in lunacy | 
Saturday ..26 \e app. petas. | 
Monday ....23.. Appeals. | 
Apps. frm County 
Palatine of Lanc , 
Apps. from Stan- | 

naries Ct., Apps. 
Wednesday .30.. App. mtns,& apps. | 
Thursd ,May 1..Appeats. \ 
Friday .... 2..Bkt.apps. & apps 
Petns. in lunacy 

Saturday .. 3 { & app. petitions 
Monday... 


- 5¢ ‘ 
Tuesday.... 6§ Appeals. 
Wednesday . 7.. App. mtns, & apps. 
Thursday .. 8..Appeals. 
Friday...... 9..Bkt. apps. & apps. | 
Nortice.—The days (if any) on) 

which the Lords Justices shal! be | 
engaged iu the Full Court or at} 
the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted. 





App.mtns., petns., 





Tuesday tf 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. | 
At Westminster. 
Wednesday, April 16.—Motions. 
Chancery-lane. 
Thursday ..17 
Friday......18 


Saturday .. ws} 


} General paper. | 


Ptns,, sht. caus.,| 

adj. sums., and! 

general paper. 

Monday, ....21 

Tuesday ....22 > General paper. 

Wednesilay .23 

Thursday ..24..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Friday ....25..General paper. 

Petns., sht. caus.,, 

Saturday 26 a sums, and | 

‘ gen. pa. 


| Saturday.... sf 


| Monday .... 


| Wednesday .23 


|} Wednesday . 7 


Wednesday. .30 
| Thursd.,May 1..Mtns, & adj. sums 


Monday ....23 
Tuesday 


General paper. 
Wednesday .30 
i 


| Thursd.,May 1... Mtns. & gen. pa. 


Vriday...-.. 2.,@eneral paper. 
Petns., sht. causes, 
adj. sums., and 
general paper, 


Tuesday.... 
Wednesday . 
Thursday ., 8 
Friday...... 9,.Mtns. & gen. pa. 


General paper. 


“On 
—S— 


N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 


presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or bdefore’ the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any causes 
intended to be heard as short 
causes must be so marked at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard. 


V.C. Sin RICHARD MALINS. 
At Westminster. 
Wednesday, April 16.—Motions, 
Lincoln's Inn. 

Toursday ..17..Cieneral paper, 
Friday ....18..Petns, & gen. pa. 


Saturday +19 | St. causes, adj, 
Mein sums., & gen. pa. 

County Cr. apps 

aud general pa, 


} Gereral paper. 
Thursday ..24..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....23.-Petns, & gen. pa. 
og § Short causes, adj. 
Saturday ..26 pong & gen. pa. 
Monday ....29 
Tuesday ....29 ? General paper, 
Wednesday .30 


Monday ..-.21 


Tuesday ....22 


| Thursd., May 1..Mtns.& gen. pa. 


Friday 
Saturday .. 


eeee 2..Petns, & gen. pa. 

g { Short causes, adj. 
sums,, & gen, pa, 

Monday we. 5) 

Tuesday .+++-6t General Paper. 

Thursday .. 8 

Friday...... 9..Mtns. & gen. pa, 


| N.B.—Any Causes intended to ba 


heard as Short Causes, mast be 
so marked at least one cleir day 
before the same can be putinthe 
Paper to ba so heard. 


V. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
At Westminster. 
Wednesday, April 16.—Motions, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Thursday ..17 
Friday ...018 


Saturday ..19 { 


| General paper. 


Petns., sht. cans.’ 
& general paper 


{ 
' Monday ...-21,.In Bankruptcy. 


Tuesday....22 


| Wednesday 23 General paper. 


Thursday ..24,..Mtns. & adj. sums. 
Friday ..,.025.. Generel pover 

tns., sht. 
Saturday ..26 { Pyne , nee 
Monday ....98.,.1n Bankruptcy, 
Tuesday,. eit General paper, 


Friday .... 2..General paper. 


Saturday .. 3 yao Cane, 


. Monday.... 5..Jn Bankrupicy. 


Thursday ..17..General paper. | 
8 Petns, adj, sums. 





Friday ....l f _ | N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
; sy gage RAPS i;,| heard as short causes must be so 
Saturday ..19 de La ogee aj. | marked at least one clear day be- 
(sums. & fen. pa, fore the same can be put in the 

Monday 21 P 


| 

Tuesday 2.22 | paper to be so heard. 

cs rene 
Wednesilay nite 

ww ‘ Mtns.,, adj. sams. 
Thursday ..24 1& gon. papers 
Petns., adj. sums. 
and general paper 
Sht. causes, adj.| 
sums, & gen, pi. 


General pap2r, 
No cause, motion for decree, or 

farther consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over ifit shall be 
within twelve of the Jast cause or 
matter in the printed paper of 
the day for hearing. 


00002) 





Friday 
Saturday ..26 { 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATH. 
BIRTHS. 

Macmutzen—On April 2, at 9, Frankfort-tereace, Saint 
Peter’s-park, London, the wife of Richard Henry Bristow 
Macmullen, solicitor, of a son, : 

ReyNoivs--On March 3, at Lahore, the Punjab, the wife of 
E. Reynolds, Esq:, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

MARRIAGE. 

Canpy—Reape-Revett—On March 31, at St. Stehpen’s, 
Westbourne-park, George Cindy, Esq., of the Inner Temple, 
barrister-at-law, to Emilie Frances, second daughter of Lieut.- 
Colonel Reade-Revell, of Round Oak, Englefield Green, 
Surrey. 





DEATH. 
ALEXANDER —On March 31, at St. James’s-place, Sir William 
J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C., Attorney-General to the Prince of 
Wales, aged 74. 





LONDON GAZETTES, 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tuespay, March 25, 1373. 
LiMItspD IN CHANCERY. 

Licensed Victuallers’ Wino Association (Limited).—Tho Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated March 5, appointed ilenry Grown, 7, 
Westminster chambers, Victoria st, to b2 the official liqui lator. 
Creditors are requ red, on or before April 20, to s3nd their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to the above. 
‘Tuesday, May 6 at 12, ‘s appointed fur hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims. 

London Co-operative S siety (Limite]).—Vice Chancallor Malins has, by 
an order dated Jan 15, appointed William Brooks, 11, Old Jewry 
chambers, to be official liquidator. 

London and Limpopo Mining Company (Limite!l).—By an order made 
by the Master of the Rolls, dated March 13, it was ordered that tha 
above company be wound up. Kimbar and Ellis, Lombard st, soli-i- 
tors for the petitioner. 

Rosherville flotel Company (Limited).—Creditors ara required, on or 
before April 26, to send theic names and addresses, and the particulars 





of their debts or claims, to Alfred Gerard Bicker-Cairten, 32, Wal- 
brook. Tuesday, May 6 at 12, is the day appointed for heariag and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 


Faivar, March 28, 1873. 
a Limttzp IN CHancery, 


Thames Plate Glass Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
ot their debts or claims to Henry Brown, 7, Westminster chambers, 
Victoria st, Wednesday, May 2% at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 

Tusspay, April 1, 1873. 
Limitep tn Cuancury, 

Beehive Fire Insurance Compasy (Limited).—Vice Chancellor Malins 
has, by an order dated March: 26, appointed Robert Allan McLean, 
3, Lothbury, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before May 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims to the above. Friday, May 23 at 12, isap- 
pointed for hearing and adjadicating upon the debts and claims. 

Boson Company (Limited).—By an order made by Vice Chancellor 
Malins, dated March 21, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up 
of the above pany. be inued. Maci and Oo, Crown 
court, Old Broad st, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Champion Gold and Silver Mines Company of Colorado (Limited.)— 
| Vice Chancellor Malins ‘has fixed Thursday, April 10 ut lz, at his 








chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator, 











April 5, 1873. 
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Havant and Hayling Docks Coal ‘Company (Limited), —by an orfer 
made by Vice Chancellor Malisy, dated March 21, it wa ordered that 
the above company be wound up. Watiin, Gray *sinn square, solici- 
tor fur the petitioner. 

London Co-operative Society (Limited),—Creditors are require, on or 
before April 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims to William Brooks, 11, Old Jewry 
chambers. Tuesday, May 6 at 12, is appointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating upon the debts and claims. 

Sewage Di- infecting and Manure Company (Limited), Hille’s System,— 
By anorder made by Vice Ciancellor Matins, dated March 21, it was 
by consent ordered that the yoluntar y winding up ofthe above com - 
pany be continued, Pope, Gay's ina sqaare, solicitor for the 
petitioner, 

Tamar, Kit Hill, and Ca'lington Railway Compiny (Limited),—By an 
order made by Vi-e Chancellor Malins, dated March 21, it was 
ordered that the above G)mpany be wound up by the Court. Mac- 
kenzieand C», Crown cou.t, Od Broad st, solicitors for the peti- 
tioners. 

Whiessve Iron Company (Cinited).—By an order made by Vic? Chan- 
cellor Malina, dated Marc 21, it was ordered that the above eom- 
pany be wound up. Wooicr, Darlington, solicitor tur the petitioners. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Feipay, March, 28, 1873, 

Laxtonian Friendly Society, Volunteer Inn, Laxton, Notts. March 25 

Perseverance Friendly Society, Lozggerheids Iun, Boston, Lincoln, 
March 25 

Provident Hand-in-flind Friendly Society, Honey st Wharf, Wood- 
borough, Wilts. March 24 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tvespay, March 25, 1873, 
Jane Clara, Addisun rd North, Notving Iill, April 13. 
Caappell, Golden 








Fochetti, 
Governesses’ Benevolent {nstitution v Klugh, M.R. 
equare 

Galloway, George, Hamptoa, Midd'edex, Gent. April 17. Galloway v 
Galioway, V.C. Malins. Bartley, Somerse: st, 2uctman +q 

Hughes, Mary Ann, Westbou:ne ay Bayswater, Widow, Apr il 
17. Broel v Hughes, V.C. Malins, Plas kett, Gutter lane, Cheapside 

Humphry, John, Kennington pirk road, Grocer. April 15, Wild ce 
Robinson, V.C. Matias. Wright, Paper buildings, Temple 

Jone, Mary, Gawcolt, Backs, Ajril.17, Maakinus v Humfrey, V.C. 
Miins. Ris'ey and Stoker, Gray’s inn equare 

Lester, Margaret Hewrd, W @stb ourne park villa, Bayswater, Widow, 
April Tl]. Lioyde Ills, VO. Malins. Ravenscroft, Great James st, 
Bedford row 

Nelson, Patrick, Birmingham, Boot Manufacturer. April 24. 
v Barker, M.R. Brown, Birmingham 

Rymer, Charles John, Norttiampton, Leather Merchaut. 
Rymer v Rymer, M. R Richardson, Golden square 

Ward, Joho, St Mary Axe, Leather Factor, April 16, 
M.R. Murrough, Great James st, Bedford row 

NBXT OF KIN, 

Berryman, Mary Ciroline, Stoke Damere!, Devon, Spinster. 

Goulding v Gard, V.C. Malins 
Fripayx, March 28, 1873. 

Barker, George, SheMicld, Gent. April 21, Webster » Wedster, M.R. 
Webster, Shefficld 

Charlton, Henry, Dudley, Worcester, Merchant. April 19. Ball o 
Charlton, V.C. Wickens. Kenmir, Gateshead 

Chubb, Robert Runiall, Mil‘brook, Hants, Gent. April 19, Chubb v 
Witt, V.C. Wickens, Witt and Kemp-Welch, Poole 

Langford, Richard Alfred, Plymouth, Devon, Insurance Agent. 
2t. Langford ¢ Langford, V.C. Malins. Edmonds, Plymouth 

Lester, Job Hickman, Bilston, Stafford, Japaoner. May 1, Smith v 
Lester, V.C. Malins. Waterhouse, Wolverhampton 

Morrie, E izabeth, Aberyst with, Cardigan, Widow. April 30. Morris ov 
Richards, V.C. Wickens.. Thomas, Aberystwith 

Radclyffe, Horatio John, Qazen st, Grosvenor square, Harness Plater. 
April 23. Radcly to v Radclyffs, M.K. Taylor, Gray’s ion square 

Stewart, Charles, Ulverston, Lavcashire, General Dealer, April 15. 
Jackson v Bellman, V.C. Wickens. Jackson, Ulverston 

Turspay, April 1, 1873, 

Chadwick, Samnel, Manchester, Cotton Wast2 Dealer. April 30. 
Gaskell v Chadwick, V,C. Wickens. Hall and Son, Manchester 

Cochran George Blair, Weston-saper- Mare, Somerset, Doctor. A ril 

Biack o Hussey, V.C. Wickens. ‘Hugsey, New square, Lincetn’s 

‘ena John, Bartholomew's rd, Camden-rd, Holloway, Gent. May 1. 
Wood o Evans, V.C. Wickens. Hea:h, Basinghall st 

Haire, Mary Ann, Lewes, Suss?x. April 22. Langdale v Whitfieid, 
Vv C. Bacon < 

Holcombe, Rev Jvhn, Cosheston, Peinbroke. April 26. Holcombs v 

AS Warwick cvart. Gray’s inn 

Johnson, Henry Stephenson, Grange, im Dronfield, Derby, Merchant. 
April 28. Johrson y Gamble; M.R. Wavell, Halifax 

Kestrel vesse:. April 24... Morton ¢ Hutebingon, V.C. Malins 

Lewin, Malcolm, Gloucester gardens, Esq, April 25. Lewin e Lewin, 
V.C, Malins. ‘Surtees, Bédford row 


Credilora under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35. 
Last Day-of Claim. s 
Torspay, March 25, 1873. 
Barkley, Mary a Grimsbury, Northampton, Widow, Muy 1, C eo- 


burer, Cheap-itlé 
Bell, Charles, Beverley; York, Gent. Robinson and Son, 
Betts, Geerge William, Weymouth, Dorset, Timber ard Slate Merchant. 
Regis 


Beverley: 

May 19. Howard, Meieombe 

Brooke, Thomas William Langford, Mure Hall, Chester, Esq. April 21. 
Tatham and Co, Frederick's place :Oid Jewry 

Challis, James, Lashley Hall, bindsel!, Essex, Retired Farmer. May 2. 


Wade and Knocker, Great ‘Dunmow 


Williams 


April 22. 


April 10, 


April 





June 1. 


Wallis v Ward, 





nee mrows —- 


Cooke, Harold, Heigham, “Norwich, Gent. April15. Tillett, Norwich 
Foord, Hannah, Cant:rbury, Keat, Spiaster. Aoril 19, Cillaway and 
Farley, Canterbury 

Holt, John, Manc!:ester, May 22, 
Manchester 

Lawth, Charles, Frezlanis, near Wiachester, Retired Major, 
Warner, Winchester 

Morley, John Tempest, Littleover, Derby, Gent. 


Leal Merchant. Claye and Son, 
Sept 1. 


Miy t7. Sale 


Musther, Sarah, Manchester, Widow. April 23. lankiuson, Manches- 
ter 
Musther, Thomas, Minchester. April 23. Hankinson», Manchester 


Myers, John Postlethwaite, Broughton-ia-Furness, Lancashire, Gent, 


April 15. Meakin, Broughton-in-Furness 

Pawle, llenry, Torogmortoa st, Stuck¥roker. Miy t. Harris, Moore 
gate st 

Pulling, Sarah Ann, Sittingbourne, Kent, Spinst r. May 28. Tassel! 


and Son, Faversham 

Sargent, Jane, Sittingbourne, Keat, Widow. May 23, 
Faversham 

Seard, Rey Thomas, 
chester 

Smitii, Frederick, Whitecross plics, Wilson st, 
Dyer. May. Lucas, Staple iun 

Thornton, James Tilney, L2eds, Pawabroker. 
Sons, Leeds 

Waind, John, Kirby Moorside, York, Y2oman. 
Meorside 


Tassell and Son, 


Darley, Southampton. July 1. Waraer, Win- 


Fiasbury, FurSkin 
Miy 20. Middleton and 


June 20, Petch, Kirby 


Waring, Amelit, Bromborough, Caeshira, Sginster. April 22. Aspinall 
and Bird, Liverpool 
Waterfield, James Frederick, Greenwich, Wine M«rchant. May 10. 


Longercft, Linc >ln’s ina feds 
Fatpay, March 28, 1873, 
Archar, Mary Ann, Leed+, Widow. April 22. 
Wakefield 
Ashley, Sarah, Burslem, Stafford, Widow, May 1. 
Baldock, William, Brusselis, Exq. June 3). 
Southampten 


Feraindes and Gill, 


Mayer, Burslem 
Green and Moberly, 


Batts, George, Conmercial rl Exist, Licensel Victaaller. April 26, 
Child, Paul’s Bakehouse court, D :c‘or’s commons 

Bayles, New William, Fustoa-on-the-Wolds, York., May 31. Leefe; 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Baylis, Usnry Phlip, H bery st, Chelsea, Esq. Janel, Cunliff and 
Beaumont, ‘Cha: neery lane 

Beardsal!, William, Manchester, Plumber, April 21. Eltoft and 


Hampson, M mehester 
Beck, Henry, Eigeware rJ, 
Cloak lane 


Upholsterer. Mty 20. Cox and Svas, 


Berkeley, Hon Augustas Fitzhirdinge, Funtingdon, Sussex. May 4. 
Jolinson and Raper, Chich ster 

Bland, George, Mildenha:l, Suffolk, Auctioneer. April 25. Isaacson 
and Son, M.ide hall 

Bunner, John, Coirbury, Salop, Farmer. June 30. Wilding 

Burtoa, Cuattierine, Albion rd, Stoke Newington, Widow. May 5. 


Cowdeli and Co, Bud ze row, Cannon st 


Cassera, Geaaro, Birmingham, lroamonge-. May 6. Biewirt, Bir- 
mingham 
Cooper, Caro'ine, Malvernbury, Worcastershire, Spinster. May 30. 


Benbam and Tindel!, Essex st, Strand 


Coulson, George ILarr'son, en, Boughton-under-the-Blean, Kent, 
Miller. Jatel. ‘Tassel! and Soa, Faversham 

Crawhall, Etizy-eth, Harrogite, York, Spinster. May 1. Barber, 
Brigho se 


Davis, Samuel Ambrcse, Mancr rd, Lorrimore squire, Walwo:th, Get, 
May 20. Gatiill, Finsbary circus 

Eckersles, Thomas, Wigan, Laacashire, Esq. April 15. 
Wigan 


Part and Co, 


Fenton, John, Hargrave, Suffyk, Farmer. May 1. Sparke, Bary St 
Edmunds - 
Frost, Robert, Leeds,Gent. Muy 10. Forl.an! Ca, Leeds 


Fyles, Henry, Earlestown, Lancashire, Tailor. Aprik3@. Brett, Man- 
che-ter 

Gatley, John, St Erme, Co:nwatl, Merchant, 
Truro 

Gattie, William Popham, The Cedars, Putney, 
Son, Golden + quare 

Howland, Willian, Great Port'and st, Licensed Victualler. 
Inder maar, Devonshire terra *e, Hizh st, Miry febdone 

Kohler, Georg, Richmond rd, Dal ston, Commission Agent. April 30. 
Plews and Irvine, Mark lane 

Mather, Isabella, Liverpool. May 31. 


May 1, Hodge ‘and Co, 


April 26. Chappell and 


May 26. 


Atkinson and Co, Altrincuam 


Medcalf, Joseph, Roydon, Essex, Farmer. May 26... Cole, Waltham 
cross 

Reynolds, Bryan, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Esq. May 14. Reynolds, 
Cheltenham i 

Robinson, Juseph, s2a, Hyde, Chester, Joiner. May 7. Drinkwater 
Hyde 

Scott, Mary, Bulman’s Village, Northumberland, Widow, Jung, 1. 


Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Sibley, Elizibeth, West Mzon, Soathampton, Spinster, Muy 26. Booty 


and Son, Raymond buildings, Gray’s ian 
Slack, Henry, Liverpud!, Saw ; Maker. May 13. Ryalls and Son, Shef- 


field ; 11g 
Par nao William, Gayword, Norfolk, Yeoman, Nurs and Son, King’s 
on 
Thosiet, Wiliam, Pemberton, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. Msy 2, 


Ashton, Wigan : 
Phillips, Mary, City rd, Widow. Ap il30. Reed and Lovell, Guildhall 


chambers, Basinghall st 
Whitcombe, Jonn Aubrey, Longford, Gloucester. May 10, Whitcombe, 


Gloucester 

White, Amelia, Barking, Essex, Spinster. May 15, Blewitt, New 
Broad st 

Willey, Joseph, Suatwport, Lancashire, Gent. May 12. Walton, South- 


rt 
Yeates, Sophia, Congresbury, S»merset, Widow. April 5. Perham, 


Wrington 
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Lynch, Honora, Royal Mint st, WhitecMape!, General Dealer. May 7° 
Tucker and Co, King st, Cheapside 


Magrini, Romualdo Francesco, Warren st, Fitzroy square, Gent. May 
15. Potter. King st, Cheapside 
McCappin, John, Toxteth Park, Lancashire, Gent. May 1. Millerand 


Co, Liverpool 

Prince, Thomas William, Richmond, York, Gent. April 30. Tomlin, 
Richmond 

Roscow, Thomas Tattersall, Ivy cottage, Spotland. 
sonand Co, Lime st 

Scaife, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tripe Dresser. 
Son, Manchester 

Shaw, John, Deepear, York, Coker. April 22. 

Shelley, Frances Dowager Lady, East Cowes, Isle of Wight. 
Davidsons and Co, Basingha!l st 

Smith, Sarab, Waketield, York, Spinster. May 1. 
Wakefield 

Stirling, Edward, Queen’s gardens, Bayswater, Esq. June 2. Torr 
and Co, Bedford row 

Sykes, George, Stile common, York, Colliery Manager. March 29. 
Sykes, Huddersfield 

Watkins, David Rees, Carmarthen, Surgeon, March 17. 
Browne, Carmarthen 

Wix, Francis, Tottenhill. Norfolk, Farmer. 
Lynn 

Wylie, Henry Johnston, Havthorn, Victoria, Civil Engineer. 
Routh and Stacy, Southampton st, Bloomsoury 


May 15. Nichol- 
May 30, Claye and 


Ibbotson, She field 
May 1. 


Scholey and Co, 


Thomas and 
April 26. Jarvis, Kings 
May 1. 


Bankrupts, 
Tuespay, March 25, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Clint, Henry, Wallasey, Cheshire, Pet March 20. Wason. 


head, April 4 at 11 

Fairbrother, Emma liza, Iimington, Warwick, Grocer. Pet March 21. 
Fortescue, Banbury, April 7 at 3 

Hoult, Rachel, Sheffield, Spinster, Pet March 20. Wake. Sheffield, 
April 17 at 12 


Birken- 


Minshal!, Robert Jones, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Ironmonger. Pet 
March 21. Ilyde, Stockport, April 5 at 11 
Neath, James, Bridgewater, Somerset, Builder. Pet March 21. Lovi- 


bond. Bridgewater, April 9 at 10 
Pearce, George, Nursling, Hants, Sheep Dealer. Pct March 20, Thorn- 
dike, Southampton, April 8 at 12 
Fripay, March 28, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 
Bul!, Arthur John, New Broad st, Tailor. Pet March 26, Spring- 
Rice. April 17 at 11.80 
Marks, Gnstavus, Gould square, Crutched Friars, Merchant. Pet 
March 26, Spring-Rice. April 17 at 11 
Rendali, Simon, Bassein park rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Attorney, Pet 
March 26. Roche, April 17 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Aslett, John William, Great Giimsby, Lincoln, Fish Merchant, Pet 
March 21. Daubney. Great Grimsby, April 18 at 11 
Bell, George, Whitley, Northumberland, Builder. Pet Marca 26, 
Mortimer. Newcastle, April 10 at 11.30 
Bingbam, George, Newstead, Notts, Farmer. Pet March 22. Patchitt. 
Nottingham, April 10 at 12 
Charles, Edmund, Great Mongeham, Kont, Cowkeeper. Pet March 25, 


Callaway. Canterbury, April 9at 2 

Coliier, Arthur, Witney, Oxford, Linseed Oil Cake Manufacturer, Pet 
March 22. Bishop. Oxtord, April 21 at 11.30 

Crankshaw, William, Salford, Lancashire, Flock Manufacturer. Pet 
March 26. Lester, Salford, Apri! 9 at 11 A 

Fawcett, William Firth, Lindley, Huddersfield, York, Butcher. Pet 
March 22. Jones,jun, Haddersfield, April 10 at 1i 

Hughes, Hubert, Bridgnorth, Salop, Chemist. Pet March 26. Potts. 
Madeley, April 9 at 11.50 

Kidd, Samuel George, Kingston-upor-Hull, Seed Crusher. Pet March 


24. Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, April 9 at 12 

Phillips, Thomas, Abersychan, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet March 24, 
Roberts. Newport, April 9 at | 

Sanders, Henry, Payliembury, Devon, Tailor. 
Exeter, April8 at 11 

Sherrard, Richard George, Biidge, Kent, Trainer of Horses. 
26, Callaway. Canterbury, April 9 at 2 

Young, George, Selby, York, Watchmaker. Perkins. 
York, April 9 at 11 

Smith, Joseph, Ashto-under-IIill, Gloucester, Retailer of Beer. Pet 
March 27, Crixp. Worcester, April 9 at 12 

Tillier, Charles, Reading, Berks, Coul Dealer. Pet March 25, Collins. 
Reading, April 9 at 10 


Pet March 24. Daw, 


Pet Maech 
Pet March 24. 


Tuespay, April 1, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo’s of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Dyot, Robert Gilroy, High Holborn, Wine Merchant, Pet March 26. 
Hazlitt. April 23 at 11 
Hall, James, Angell rd, Brixton, Builder, Pet March 28. Spring-Rice. 
April 17 at 12 
Welch, Harriett Gilbey. Bedford rd, Clapham, Widow. Pet March 28. 
Spring-Rice, April 22 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Castle, James, Wood Green, Cowkeeper. 
Edmonton, April 21 at 11 
Cross, John, Sutton, near St Helen's, Lancashire, Colliery Proprietor. 
Liverpool, April 16 at 2 


Pet March 27. Pulley. 


Pet March 28, Hime. 





BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tusspay, March 25, 1873, 
Carey, Adolphus Frederick, Brixham, Devon, Clerk in Holy Ord ers 
March 19 
Kaye, Thomas Hirst, Birkby, near Huddersfield, Gent. 
Squire, Lovell, jun, Falmouth, Coro Merchant, 


March 21 
Narch 22 


Tvespay, April }, 1873, 
Dunn, Edward, jun, Bridlington, York, Grocer, March 27 
Price, William, Maindee, Monmouth, out of business. March 28 


Liquidation by Arrangement, 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tuesday, March 25, 1873. 
Abraham, George, Liverpool, Pork Butcher. April 16at 3 at officas of 
Vine, Cable st, Liverpool. Ritson, Liver;ool 
Atson, Sarah, Leeds, Retailer of Beer. April 2 at 10 at the Wharton's 
Hotel, Park lane, Leeds 
Addley, John, Brotton, York, Grocer, Anril5 atll at offices of Pybus, 
Zetland row, Middlesborongh. Addenbrooke, Middlesborongh 
Adlard, Barnes, Newmarket Saint Mary, Suffolk, Ironmonger. April 
7at2 atcftices of Ellison, Alexandra st, Petty Cary, Cambridge 
Allard, Alfred George, North st, Pentonvile, Builder. April at i at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, Moon, Lincoin’s inn fields 
Alston, Stephen, Bishop's Stortford, Hereford, Tailor. April 5at 12 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Grimsey and Co, Ipswich 
Arnsby, George Ekins, and Samuel Martin Arnsby, Earl’s Barton, 
Northampton, Shoe Manfacturer, April 4 at 3.30 at otfices of Beck, 
Market square, Northampton 
Austin, James, Midhurst, Sussex, General Dealer, April5 at 11 at the 
Angel Hotel, Midhurst, Albery and Lucas. Midhurst 
Bagaley, William, Red Hill, Surrey, Builder, April 15 at 11 at offices 
Hart and Head, Reigate 
Barnett, Alfred, Frome, Someiset, Grocer. 


April9 atl2 at offic es of 
McCaithy, King st, Frome 


Barrett, John Charles, Kingsthorpe Mills, Northampton, Miller. April 
4 at il at offices of Becke, Market square, Northampton 
Bates, Frederick, Litchfie'd st, St Martin’s lane, Brass Founder, April 


4at3 at offices of Winknorih, Oxford st 

Beck, George, Gotham, Nottingham, Brickmaker, April 4 at 12 at 
offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 

Bennett, Jolin, Moor lane, Fore st, Manufacturer. April7 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Angell, Guildhall yard 

Bird, George Beverley, Champion terrace, Wandsworth. April 16 at 2 
at offices of Picard, S: James's st, Piccadilly. Burcand, St James’s 
st, Piccadilly 

Bishop, Jolin Sloggett, East Stonehouse, Devon, Cabinet Maker. 
8 at U1, at offices of Vaughan, St Aubynst, Devonport 

Brookes, Thomas, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Builder. April 7 at 10 at 
offices ot Smith, Regent st. Cheltenham 

Brown, Alexander McEwan, High st, Camden Town, Window Blind 
Manufacturer, Aprii 9 at 11 at offices of Foster, Chanzery lane 

Brown, Rev. Wilse, Whitstone, Devun. Api il 9 at 11 at offices of Cam- 
pion, Bedfordcircus, Exeter 

Casman, Eugene, Railway ‘errace, Ladbrokegrove rd, Notting Hill, 
Builder. April | at |12at 12 Hatton garden, Marshall 

Cherry, Richard, Aubourn, Lincoln, Farmer, April 9 at 11 at offices 
of T'ynbee and Larken, Bank st, Lincoln 

Chew, Wiliam, Lancaster, Hatter, April 7 at 2.30 at offices of 
Edelston, Winckey st, Preston 

Clark, Juhin, Bradford, York, Grocer, 
son and Gieaves, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Cole, Thomas, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Beerhouse Keeper, 
at 12 at offices of Rayson, Regent st, Great Yarmouth 

Damerun, George, Southsea, Southampton, Gert. April 4 at 4 at 
offices of King, Union st, Portsea 

Dashper, Christopher Sparke, Shirley, Southamp‘on, Butcher. 
at 3at cffl:es of Killby, Portland st, Southampton 

De Vismes, Prince Julius Sullivan. High st, Notring Hill, Gent. 
8 at 12 at offices of Norman, Old Bond st 

Dixon, Robert Stordy, Silleth, Cumberiand, out of trade. April 8 at 2, 
at the Connty Hotel, Carlisle, Nanson and Clutterbuck, Carlisle 

Fletcher, William, Great Bolten, Lancashire, Furniture Broker. April 
7 at 3 at offices of Dawson, Exchange st, East Bolton 

Florey, Henry, Mortlake, Surrey, Grocer. April 4 at 12, at offices of 
Nicholson, Gresham st, Montagu, Bucklersbury 

Forbes, Join, Devonshire terrace, Notting Hill, Ladies’ Outfitter . 
April 10 at IL at offices of Dalston and Son, Piccadilly ; 

Forrest, Edmund, Whittington Moor, Derby, oat of business, April 5- 
at 3 at offices of Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Fox, Waiter, High Holborn, Wireworker. April 15 at2 at the Guild- 
hall Tavern, Gresham +t, Sparham, Ironmouger lane 

Francis, Cornelius, Devonshire st, Lisson grove, Shoe Manufacturer. 
April 4 at 2.30 at offices of Yorke, Mavylebone rd ‘ 

Geyelin, George Kennedy, sen, Argyle square, King’s Cross. April 8 
at 1 at the Afasons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenas, Basinghall at. 
Buchanan, Basinzhuli street 

Goodacre, Emily, Tavistock square, Widow, April8at 2 atthe Guild- 
hall Cote House, Gresham st. Buckler, Fenchurch st 

Goodacre, William, New Sleaford, Linco!n, Milliner. April 8 at 12 at 
the Bristol Arms [otel, Sleafurd. Snow, Sleaford _ 

Hall, Benjamin, Garrett lane, Wandsworth, Clerk, April 4 atl} at the 
Spread Eagle Hotel, High st, Wandsworth. Maynes, Devereux court 
Temple 

Holier, Emanuel, Albany rd, Camberwell, Grocer. April lat 3at 12, 
Hatton garden. Marshall ; 

Hoyle, Charles, Totties, York, Mungo and Shoddy Dealer. April 9 at 
11 at the Scarbcrough Hotel, Market place, Dawsbury. Walker, 
Dewsbury ; 

Hudson, William Murrell, Sunderland, Durham, Joiner. April 9 at 3 at. 
offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 

Hughes, John, Liantlechid, Carnarvon, Innkeapar, April 3 at2 at the 
Prince Albert Hotel, High st, Bangor. Witliams, Porth yr Aar,. 
Carnarvon 

Hull, George Henry, Godalming, Surrey, Attorney-at-Law. April 3 at 
12, at the Westminster Palace Ho:el. Roker, Godalming 


April 


Apri! 9 at 11 at offices of Daw- 
April 8 


Apriy 4 
April 
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April 4 at 10 at offices of Bowen, 
April 4 


Jones, Joseph, Stafford, Beorseller. 
Martin street, Statford 

King, William, Haldon rd, West hill, Wandsworth, Builder. 
at 12 at offices «f Pullen, Harp Jane, Great Tower st 

King, William Richard, Minories, Builder. April 3 at 2 at offices of 
Glynes and Son, Leadenhall st 

Lambert, James, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Butcher. April 4 at 1!, at 
offices of Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chamvers, Grainger st 
West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Lawes, E’izibeth, Sevenoaks, Kent, Milliner. April 5 at 2, at the 
Castle Hotel, London rd, fonbridge Wells. Aird, Eastcheap 

Laws, Henry, Northwick mew-, Aberdeen place, Maida hill, Coach 
Builder. Apvil 4 at 2, at offices of Miniere, Gray's inn square 

Lear, Richard Ward, East Molesey, Surrey, Tiie Merchanr. April 4 at 
2, at offices of Peard, Lincoin’s inn fields 

Limbrick, Richari, K-nilworth, Warwick, Manager of a Flour Mill. 
April 3 at 12, at the King’s Arms Hotel, Keni!worth. Sanderson, 
Warwick 

Littlewood, Robert, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Ironmonger. 
12 at ottices of Wiltshire, Regent st, Great Yarmouth 

Lumb, Simeon, Skirea', Halifax, York, Nurseryman. April7 at ll at 
oftic.s of Longoottom, Waterhouse et, Halifax 

Manuing, John, Cheiten»am, Gloucester, General Dealer, 
at cilices of Boodle, Bedfurd buildings, Cheltenham 

Marshall, John, and David Marshal’, Rastrick, York, Stone Merchants. 
April 7 at 4; atthe Royal Hotel, Brighouse. Chambersand Chambers, 
Brighouse 

Maybee, James, Fore st, Edmonton, Beer Retailer. April 8 at 2 at 
offices of Broad and Co, Walbrook, Ashby, Clement’s lane, Lombard 
street 

McGrath, William Edmund, G dolphin rd, Shepherd's Bush, out of 
busines. April 3 at 2 at offices vo’ Maniere, Gray’s inn square 

MecMortiie, Daniel, Ounstadle. Belford,Scotch Draper. April 4at 2? at 
offices of Powter, King et, Cheapside, Annesley, St Alban’s 

Monkhouse, Alwin Cooke, Liverpool, Butcher. April 7 at 3 at offices 
of iSarrell and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool 

Naylor, Crarles, Birmingham, Brassfounder. April 11 at 11 at offics of 
Duke, Ch ist Church passage, Birmingham 

Newroth, Stephen, Wirchesier st, Pimlico, Lodginghouse Keeper. 
April 7 at | at offices of Harcourt, King’s rd, Bedford row 

Nichols , James Charles, Hilton, Derby, Commission Agent. 
at 11 at offices of Briggs, full +t, Derby 

Oiiver, Priscilla, Ordnance rd, St Jcha’s wood, Ladies’ Outfitter. 
4 at 4 at cffices of Yorke, Mary!ebone rd 

Otter, Matthew, Sheffield, Grocer. April 8 at 12, at offices of Auty, 
Queen st, Sheffield 

Palmer, John William, Knight Rider st, Warehousemin, April9 at 2 
at 33 Gutter lane. Plunkett, Gutter Jane 

Preston, Robert Thomas, Reigate, Surrey Hotel Keeper. April 5 at 12 
at the Temperance Hotel, Reigate. Keighley, Ironmonger lane 

Riekie, David, St Martin’s lane, Long acre, Woollen Draper. Apri! 10 at 
{ at 33, Gutter lane, Cheapside, Finney and >on, Furnival’s inn 

Roberts, Willian, Northampton, Whitesmith, April 4 at 2 at olfice of 
Becke, Market square, Northampton 

Rowe, Edward Bloomfield, Leigh, Essex, Grocer, April 4 at 2 at office 
uf Nisbet and Co, L:incoln’s inn fields, Wood and Son, Rochford 

Quintin, Frederick John Saint, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Iroamnger, 
April 10 at 12 at otfices of Wiltshire, Regent st, Great Yarmouth 

Sanders, William, Penarth, Glamorgan, Shipwright. April 7 at 12 at 
ottices of Jenkins, High st, Cardiff. Evans, Cardiff 

Savage, John, and Wiliam Savage, St Alban’s, Heriford, Builders, 
April 10 at 3 at the Peahen Inn, St Alban’s. Hodding, St Mildred’s 
court, Poultry 

Savory, Henry, Southtown, Suffulk, Beerhouse Keeper. 
ofticesjof Bayson, Regent st, Great Yarmouth 

Scale, Bernard Ambrose Thomas, Mortiake, Surrey, Upholsterer. April 
4 at 2 at «ftices of Honey and Co, King st, Cheapside. Girdwood, 
Verulam buildings, Gray's inn 

Simpson, David, Bediont, Middlesex, Builder, April 7 at 10 at office of 
Hope, Serle st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Sinfield, Henrietta, Fulham rd, Assistanttoa Paker, Apri! 8 at 12 at 
offices of Mortimer, Clifford’s inn 

Smith, Henry Dowsett Stoneleigh st, Notting Hil, Clerk. 
at offices of Watson, Basinghull st 

Stockings, Alfred, Norwich, Chemist. April 7 at 12 at offices of 
Emerson und Sparrow, Rampans Horse st, Norwich 

Taplin, Richard Fre erick, Monkwell st, Warehousemin, 
at 11, at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Chorley and Crawford, 
Moorgate st 

Taylor, Samuel, Carey st, Vincent square, Westminster, Farrier. April 
1S at 12 at offices of Holloway, Bail's Pond rd, Islington. Child, 
South square, Gray's inn 

Telford, Edward, Skirwith, Cumberland, Butcher. April 10 at 1 at the 
Oid Red Lion Inn, Devonshire street, Penrith. Scott 

Tyler, William, Market terrace, York rd, Wandsworth, Grecer. April 
3 at 11 at offices of Berry and Co, Farringdon st. Knight, Newgate 
street 

Wallace, Henry Stanley, Newton terrace, Westbourne grove, Bays- 
water, Custom House Agent, April 8 at 2 at olfices of Digby and 
Liddle, Circus place, Finsbury circus 

Walsh, William, Sheffield, Biackamith. April 10 at 1 at offices of 
Rob ris, Queen st, Sheffield 

Ward, Richard, Blackburn, Larcashire, Sawyer. April 16 at 11 at 
offices of Wheeler and Co, Holme st, Blackburn 

Webb, George Henry, Westbury st, Wandsworth rd, Cook. April 9 at 
2 at offices of Haynes, Grecian chambers, D-vereux court, Temple 

Whetton, William, and David Whetton, Deddington, Oxford, Farmers. 
April 7 at 10 at offices of raulkner, Hadsyn’s st, Deddington. 
Mace, Chipping Norton 

Wild, William Alfred, Sheffield, Optician. April 10 at11 at offices of 
Rodgers and ‘Thomas, Bank st, Sheffield 

Faipay, March 28, 1873 

Backholer, George, Chard, Somerset, Innkeeper. 
George Hotel, Chard, Paull, minster 

Bavmann, frederick William, St Dunstan's hill, Merchant. April 10 at 
12, at offices of Crurap, Philpot lane 


April 7 at 


April 8 at 10 


April 10 
Aprit 


April 7 at 12, at 


April Sat 4 


April 19 at 


April 14 at 3, at the 





Bernett, Robert, and George White, Junction terrace, Dalston lane, 
Manufacturers. April 16 at 11, at the Chamter of Commerce, Cheap- 
side. Price, Cheapside 

Bourne, Charles John, Birmingham, Milliner. 
of East, Co\more row, Birmingham 

Bowery, Jesse, Gloucester, Groe +r. 
Pirt st, G oucester 
Buistow, Stephen, New Shoreham, Sussex, Builder. 
ofti_es of Mardall, Ship st, B ighton 

Cave, James Booz, Michael Francis Swift, and Terest Rhoda Cave, 
Sheffleid, Drapers. Apri! 9 at 12, at offices of Auty, Queen st, Shef- 

e 


April 5 at 10, at offices 
Ap il 16 at 12, at offices of Cooke, 
April 16 at 3, at 


Cheshire, *rederick, Great Berkbamsted, Hertford, Boot Manufacturer. 
April lO xt 2, at oitices of Capel, Liucola’s inn fields. Bullock, Great 
Berkhamst-d 

Coleman, Wiliiam Osborne, Mile End rd, Draper. 
offices of May and Co, Adelaide piace, Loadon bridge 

Collings, John, Quidenhan, Norft.ik, Blacxsmith, April 10 at 12, at 
offices of Chittock, Redwell st, Norwich 

Cowburn, Walter, Droyisder, Lan asaire, Plamber. 
offi ea -f Duckworth, Manchester 

Cruse, Jonathan, Kniibury, Berks, Builder. 
of Gontter, Hungerford 

Danks, Samuel, Biakenall, Stafford, Miner, 
Glover, Park st, Walsall 

Darling, James Robert, Boston, Lincoln, Clothier. April 17 at 1, at the 
Gui diall ( offee House, King st. Chandler, Basingstoke 

Dawe, William, Bow lune, Cheavside, Trimning Manufacturer. April 
9 at 2, at offices of Empson, Moorgate st 

Doughty, Richard, Wolverhampton Stafford, Grocer. April 12 at 10, 
at offices of Barrow, Queen s , Wolverhampton 

Dresser, John, Darlington, Durham, Dealer in Fancy Goods. April 8 at 
11, at offices of Gamble and Harvey, Coleman st. Adenbrooke, Mid- 
dl+sborough 

Dunford, Charles, Torquay, Devon, Provision Dealer. April 16 at 12, 
at « flices of Carter and Son, Cary bni'ding, Abbey rd, Torquay 

E'lis, Murtha, Wakefied, York, Grocer. April 9 at 1}, at offices of 
Fernandes and Gil', Cross square, Wakefield 

E heridgze, Francis Joshua, Newport, Isle of Wight, Bookseller. April 
15 at 11, at offices of Elgood, Li:coln’s inn fields. Hooper 

Fryer, James William, and George Phillips, Euston rd. Iron Bedstead 
Mikers. Aprill0 at 2, atoffices of Pinwill, Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad 
st. Stacpoole 

Gough, Richard, Little Hampton, Worcaster, out of basiness, April 7 
at 12, at the Crown Hotel, Evesham. Martin, Pershore 

Grange, George, Pateley Bridge, York, Builder. April 10 at 2.20, at 
the Stetion Hotel, Northallerton. Fisher and Gatey Windermere 

Hal!, Samson, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer, April 10 at 11, at 
offices of Pybus, Zetland rd, Middlesboroagh. Dobson, Middlesborough 

Haymen, Henry, Russell rd, Kens:ngton, April 21 at 3, at offices of 
C«pe and Harris, Old Jewry, Siretton, Cornhill 

Hayward, George, st Catherine, somerset, Miller. 
otfices of Wilton, Westgate buildings, Bath 

Hearnden, William Isaac, Broadway, London fields, Dalston, Grocer, 
April 9at 12, at offices of Bath and Co, King Willitm st, Stokes 

Hocking, James, Devonport, Devon, Piinter. April 10 at 11, at offices 
cf Vaughan, St Aubyn st, Devonport 

Jackson, Joseph, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. April 10 at 2, at the 
George Hote’, Haymirket. Wright, High Holborn 

Jelley, Thomas, and Frederick Jeliey, Sheteld, Millers, 
at offices of Cuumbers and Son, Bank st, She'field 

Johnson, Thomas, New North ri, Essex rd, Fishmonger. April 12 at 
2 at offices of Webster, Basinghall st. Popham, Viccent terrace, 
Islington 

Jones, Frances, Ramsgate, Kent, out of bnsiness. 
offizes of Pulien, Harp lane, Great Tower st 

Jones, John Owen, Gaerwen, Anglesea, Licensed Victualler, April 9- 
at 2, at offices ot Alanson, Carnarvon 

Joves, John Richard, Mor:iston, Glamorgan, April 10 at 12, at offices 
of Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 

Jones, Jonathan St Ann’s rd North, Notting Hill, Grocer. 
11, at the Hall, New inn, Strand. Hancock, New inn 

Kinns, Samuel, Highbury New Park, schoolmaster. April 19 at2, at 
Dick’s Coffee house, Fieet st. Tromp, Ess2x st, Strand 

Knight, Henry, Hare st, Woolwich, Grocer. Aprii 15 at 1, at offices of 
Buchanan, Basinghall st 

Lambert Edwin Charles, Corse, Gloucester, Farmer. April 9 at 2, at 
offices of Taynton and Son, Ashmeide House Gloucester 

Lee, Caleb, Birmingham, Gun Finisher. April 9 at 12, at offices of 
Southall and Co, Newhall st, Birmiagham 

Lee, Joseph, Dewsbary, York, Confectioner, 
offices of Scho!es and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbary 

Lee, William, Birmingham, Corn factor. April 5 at 11, at offices of 
East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Lyon, James, Camberwe!l rd, Watchmaker. April 4 at 3, at offices of 
Loosemore, Bishopsgate st Without. Mayhew and Soden, Great 
James st, Bedford row f 

Mander, Gerrge, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Clerk. April 8 at 1, at offices 
of Cottrell, Newhall st, Birmiagham 

Mashiter, Toomas, Ulverstos, Lancasnire, Butcher, April 10 at ll, at 
the Temperance Hall, Uireston. Jackson, Ulverston 

Mather, James, Runcorn, Cheshire, Grocer. April 10 at 11, at offices 
of Bretherton, Bank st, Warrington. Linaker, Ruacorn 

Mitchell, Panl, Bramham, York, Iankeepor. April 8 at 12, at offices of 
Mann and Son, New st, York ; 

Mitche!l, Wiliam Scott, Liverpool, ovt of busines’. April 15 at 3, at 
offices of Lawrence and Dixon, Harring:on st, Liverpool 

O.dham, John, Manchester, Draper. Apr.l9 at 3, atottices of Crowther, 
Bath chambers, York st. Manchester. Minor 

Oliver, Henry, Bradford, York, Hoser. April 1l at 2, at offices of 
Honey and Uo, King st, Cheapside. Atkinson, Bradford 

Parkin, Samuel, Blackburn, Leneashire, Engineer. April 17 at 3, at 
77, Northgate, Blackburn. Hall, Blackburn . 

Phillips, John Wicking, Bassett rd, Nott'ng Hill, Bui'der. April 17 at 2, 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Elam, Walbrook 

Philpott, James, Westmin ter bridge rd, Vilman. April 16 at 3, at. 
offices of Gammon, Barge yard, buckle-sdury 


April 9 at 3, at 


April 16 at 3, at 
March 31 at 11, at offices 
April 10 at ll, at offices of 


April 17 at 12, at 


April 14 at12, 


April 10 at 12, at 


April 9 at 


April 17 at 10.30, at 
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Pinder, Joseph Bourne, Burslem, Stafford, Commission Agent. April 9 
at 11, at the County Court Ollices, Hanley. Ellis, Burs'em 

Piatts, John, and Edward Platts, Dronfield, Derby, Contractors. April 
16 at 12. at offices of Wightman, st James row, Sheffield 

‘Pullin, John Hutton, Wraysbary, Backs Coal Merchint. April 7 at 3. 
30, at the Swan Hotel, London st, Chertsey. Eve. Aldershot 

‘Read, George Edward, Newington Canseway, Hosier. April 15 at 2, at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Baddeley and Sons, Leman st, 
Goodman's fields 

Kichards, George Frederick, St Thomas’ rd, Victoria Park rd, South 
Hackney, Warehouseman. April 15 at 2, at offices of Hilbery. 
Crutched friars 

Richards, John, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, Innkeepsr. April l at 10, at 
offices of Hughes and Son, North Parade, Aberystwyth 
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Richardson, Robert, Euston rd, Tent Manufacturer. April 7 at 1, a6 
99, Euston rd. Tore, Marylebone rd 

Ridgway, Edward Steel, Kentish Town rd. Dairyman. 
offices of Dubois, Gieshum buildivgs, Basinghail st. 
Clifford’s inn 

Righton, Joho Hayman, Farringdon, Berss, Mastic Master. 
12, at the Savings Bank, Faringdon. Pratt ard Prince 

Riley, Samuel, Paul st, Finsbury. Gas Fitter. 
Taylor and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury square 

Russell, Jam2s, Birmirgham, Prister, April 10 at 3, at offices 
Morgan, Waterloo st, Birmingham 


April 7 at 2, at 
Maynard, 


April 10 at 


of 


{ 
” ! 
Scott, James, and John Edwin Scott, Fareham, Hants, Coach Builders. | 


April 10 at 3, at offices of Goble, Fareham 
Senior, James, jun, Caund!e bishop, Dorset, Seelsman. 
the Mermaid Hotel, Yeovil. Wat's, Yeovil 
“Short, Mary, Oldland Common, Gloucester, Beer Retaile> 
12, at offices of Atchley, Clare st, Bristo} 
“Smait, Thomas, Southwick, Durham, Builder. 
of Hope, John st, Sunderland 
Spedding, Michae), Dewsbury, York, Wool Merchant. 
offices of Ibberson, Dewsbury 
Sullivan, Frederick, Denbigh st, Pimlico, Comedian. 
offices of Kiseh and Co, Wellingten st, Strand 
Tanscott, Alexander, Exeter, Boot Maker, April 10 at 12, at o'Tices of 
Harris and Co, Gandy st chambers, Exeter 
Thomas, John Bowden, Torquay, Devon, Mason. April 16 at 10.30, at 
offices of Hooper and Wollen, Cariton House, Torquay 
Thompson, Jcbn, Manchester, Grocer. April 9 at 3, at offices of Mar- 
tivtt and Weodall, Nurfolk st, Manchester 
Thornley, Walter, Nottingham, Bookbinde>. 
of Brittle, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 
Thornley, William, Ashborne, Derby, Ironmonger. April 16 at 11, at 
the Green Man Hotel, Ashborne. Holland, Ashborne 
Wace, Joseph, Derby, Baker. April 9at1l, at otfices of Harrison and 
Co, Becket. Well lane, Derby. Hextal', Derby 
“Walker, William Charies, Wellington 1d, Cold Harbour lane, Camberwell 
out of business. April 4 at2, at offices of Ody. Trinity st, Soushwar': 
“Ward, Lovisa Harriett, Montague place, Russell square, April 7 at 3, 
at ottices of Howell, Cheapside 
Whittaker, William, Royton, Lancashire, Joiner, April 10 at 3, at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Rowley and Co, Man- 
chester 
Wickers, Alfred, New cut, Lambeth, Oilman, 
of Moss enc Sons, Gracechurch st 
Wilkes, John, Castle Town, Statlord, Licensed Victualler. April 10 at 
11, at offices of Bowen, Martin st, Stafford 
Wilkin, Robert, King st, West Hammersmith, Hosier. April 21 at 2, 
at the Guildba') Coffee House, Grerham st. Christmas, Walbrook 
Williams, Rees, Llangadock, Carnarvon, Innkeeper. Aprilliat3, at | 
offices of Jones, Liandovery 
Wills, James, Burnley, Lancashire, Tobacconist, 
offices of Hartley, Nicholas st, Burniey 
Wood, Thomas Jennings, Manchester, Refreshment house Keeper. | 
April 10 at 2, at offices uf Phillips, Brown st, Manchester 
Woolf, Judah, Fort st. Spitalfields, Rag Merchant. April 21 at 2, at 
Cftices of Povle, Bartholomew close 
Tvrspay, April 1, 1873, 
Alen, Sumuel, Upper York place, St John’s wood, House Decorator, 
April 15 at 3 at offices of Sherrard, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Arnold, Joseph, Plymouth, Devon, Ironmonger. April 16 at 12, at 
offices of Elwoithy and Co, Courtenay st, Plymouth 
Ashton, William, Longtn, Stafford House Painter. April 17 at 11 at 
offices oi Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Austen, George, Westfield, Sussex, Farmer. 
Lewis and Indermaur, Dane's inn, Strand 
‘Bebbington, Levi, Manchester, Labourer, April 9 at 3 at the Falstaff 
Hotel, Market place, Manchester, Law, Manchester 
Redfor’, Thomas, H-aton Norris, Lancashire, Tailor. April 10 at 3 at 
the Brunswick Hote!, Piccadilly, Manchester. Johnston, Stockport 
Serry, John, Exeter, Licensed Victualler. April 14 at 12 at the White 
Lion Hotel, Sidweil st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 
Blackbarn, Joseph, Kingeton-upon-Hull, Iron Merchant. 
11 at the Kingston Hote), Kingston-upon-Hull. Spurr 
Bound, Jane, and Mary E!cox, Hay, Breacon, Drapers. 
at 2, Palace yard, Hereford. Garreld 
Brown, Jchn William Daval, St Luke’s villas, Lower Norwood, Builder. 
April 10 at 3 at offices of Marshal!, Lincoln's inn fields 
Brown, Walter, Winkhiil, Stafford, Paper Manufacturer, April 16 at 10 
at the Green Man Hotel, Ashborne. Redfern, Leek 
Camm, William Hoyle, Manchester, Scarf Manufacturer. April 15 at 
4 at offices of Addieshaw nnd Warburton, King st, Manchester 
‘Child, Reubin, Watford, Herts, Builder. April 24 at 2 at 12, Hatton 
garden. Marshall 
-Cogman, Frederick, Norwich, Tailor. April 1Gat 12 at offices of Cuaks, 
Bank plain, Norwich 
Corbett, Thomas, Liostock, Cumberland, Whitesmith. April 16 at 11 | 
at offices of Wannop, Carruther’s court, Scotch st, Carlisle 
‘Cowper. Alfred, Lower mareh, Lambeth, Pork Butcher. April 16 at 
2 at officesof Beyfus and Beyfus, Lincoln’s inn fields 
‘Cox, Abraham, Banbury, Oxtord, Draper. April 16 at 3 at offices of 
Crosby, Fish st, Banbury 
Crowther, Johr, Shipley, Bradford, York, Dealer in Tobacco. April 16 
at 3 at 33s, Kirkgate, Bradford. Dawson and Greaves | 


April 9at 12, at 
April 9 a’ 


April 8 at 3, at 
April8 at 10, at 


April 12 at 11, at offices 


April 16 at 12, at offices 


April 12 at 11, at 


April 16 at 2 at offices of 


April 10 at 
April 18 at 11 








: Hagger, Alfred, Queen’s square, Battersea, Ladies’ Outfitter. 
April 9 at 3, at offices of 


April 9 at 12, at offices | 


' Jurd, Johan, Peterborough, Northampton, Architect. 


| Selley, Henry, Cheitenham, 


~_~— 





Davies, George, Oxford st, Milliner, April 10 at 4 at officas of Ablett, 
Cambridge terrace, Hyde Park 

Davie, Henry Lee, Southsea, Hants, Watchmaker, April 12 at 3 at 14, 
O'd Jewry chambers. Ford, Portsmoath 

Douglas, Eliza Ann, Newport, Monmouth, Pork Butcher. 
ll at ¢ffices of Graham, Commercial st, Newport 

Dunk, Frank, Birmingham, Army and Navy Contractor, 
11 at offices of Stephenson, New rd, Chatham 

Fardlcy, Joseph, Addle st. Commission Agent, April 18 at 12 at 33, 

April 


April 12 at 
April 21 at 


Gatter lane. Plunkett. Gutter lane 

Fox David, Castle court, Lawrence lane, Skirt Manafacturer, 
21 at 12 at 33, Gutser lane. Sturt, Ironmonger lane 

Fox, John Thomas, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Builder, April 21 at 12 at 
offices of Bond, Collingwood st, Newcastle-npon-Tyne 

Garland, William, Camberwell rd, Builder. April 17 at 3 at offices of 
Foreman and Cooper, Gresham st. Kent ani Cobbold, Cannon st 

Goddard, Joseph, Stockport, Chester, Dyer, April 17 at 2 at offices of 
Brown, Market p'ace, Stockport 

Green, George Vincent, Manshester, Upholsterer. April 17 at 3 at 
offices of Sampson, St James chambers, South King st, Manchester 

April 15 
at 3 at oftices of Lewis and Lewis Ely place, Holborn 

Haworth, George, New Accrington, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. 
April 15 at 3 at otfices of Bannister, Manchester rd, Accrington 

Hay, Robert, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. April 21 at 
12 at otfizes of Johnston, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

lleath, James, Congleton, Chester, Groce . April 14 at 12 at offices of 
Cooper, Lawton st, Congleton 

Hedley, Johu Heslop, Hexham, Northumberland, Chemist. April 10 at 
2 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Hemmann, John Rudolf, Southend, Essex, Schoolmaster. April 23 at 
12 at officc of Duffield and Bruty, Tokenhouse yard 

Hewi:son, George, North Orméshy, York, Grocer, April 16 at 11 at 
Mrs, Barker’s, Temperence Hotel, Bridge st West, Middlesborough, 
Bainbridge, Middlesb: rough 

Tnsoli, Thomas, Worcester, Builder. April 10 at 12 (at offices of Quarrell, 
Avenue chambers, Cross, Worcester 


Johnson, Henry, Bristol, Builder, April 16 at 12 at offices of Plum- 


mer, Bristol chamb-rs, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Jones, John, and Joseph Jones, Uolywell, Flint, Plambers. April 9 at 
12 at the Crewe Arms Hotel, Crewe. Davies, Holywell 

Josling, George Frelerick, Esier, Surrey, Farmer. April 12 at 11 at 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Coleman st. Preston, Mark lane 

April 15 at 12 at 

offices of Coxweli and Cv, Gloucester square, Southampton. Gaches, 

Peterborough 

Keenan, Bernard, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Tailor. April 12 at llat 
oftices of Dobson, Gos‘ord st, Middlesborough 

Kelland, Robert, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Smith. April 19 at 12 
at offices of White, Castle st, Exeter 

Knott, Alexander, Birkenheal, Chashire, Ironmongzer, April 15 at 2 
at offices of Theobalds and Co, South Castle st, Liverpool, Downham, 
Birkenhead 

Lambert, Ester Amelia, Kingston-upon-Hall, out of business, April 14 
at | at offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Lfull 

Livingston, Georg», Bedlington Iron works, Northumberland, out of 
bu-iness. April 10 at 11 at oificesof Garbutt, Collingwood st, New- 
cast le-npon-Tyne 

Lomax, John, Pendlebury, near Manchester, Grocer. April 17 at 11 at 
otfices of Satapson, St James’ chambers, South King st, Manchester 

Manfield, John, and John Travis, Byker, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Builder, 
April 10 at 11 at offices of Cockcro. t and Mather, Bank chambers, 
Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Mertha, Lawrence, Manchester, Draper. 
Hardy, St James’s squere, Manchester 


April 14 at 3 at offices of 


| Milner, Joseph, Great Bolton, Lancashire, Bak:r, Aprii 18 at 3 at 


otfices of Gooden, Mawdsl-y st, Bolton 


| Mittell, Samuel, New Romney, Kent, Tailor, April 19 at ]l atthe New 


Inn, New Romney. Stringer, New Romney 

Moffitt, James, Hartlepcol, Durham, Cabinet Maker. April 15 at 12 at 
oftices of Todd, Town Hall, Hartlepool 

Moston, Joseph Edward Burton, Longton, Stafford, China Manafac- 
turer, April 9 at 11 at offices of Saracen’s Head Hotel, Hanley. 
Stevenzon, Hanley 

Mottershead, James, Sutton-within-Maccle-field, Cheshire, Clogger. 
April 16 at 2 at offices of Hines, Victoria st, Manche.ter. Hand, 
Macclesfield 

Naylor, Charles, Birmisgham, Brassfounder. April 14 at 12 at offices 
of Duke, Christ Church passage, Birmingham 

Need Henry, Nottingham, Lace Dresser. April 18 at 3 at offices of 
Cranch and Rowe, Low pavement, Noitingham 

Norris, Henry, Portobello rd, Notting Hill, Fruiterer, April 10 at 2 at 
12, Hatton garden. Marshall 

Pagan, Thomas, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Travelling Draper. April 
12 at 10 at the Guildhall, Carmarthen, Parry, Pembroke Dock 

Fayne, Theophilus, Southampton, Grocer. April 12 at 12 at 2, High st, 
Southampton. Bradley and Robinson, Soutbampton 

Pearson, Alfred, Sheffield, out of business. April 15 at 4 at offices of 
Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Phillips, William, Trevine, Pembroke, Draper. - April 15 at 11 at offices 
of Davies and Co, Spring gardens, Haverfordwest 

Richardson, James, Bolton, Lancashire, Leather Currier. April§ at 3 
at office of Ramwell and Co, King st, Manchester 

Schiffer, John, 8t John’s square, Clerkenwell, Box Maker, April 16 at 
12 at offices of Buchanan, Basinghall st 

Scott, James, Batley Carr, York, owt of business. April 16 at 3 at the 
Station Hotel, Dewsbury. Hardwick ’ 

Seager, Henry, Hadlow, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. April 14at 11 at 
the Rose and Crown, Hadlow. Palmer, Tonbridge 


| Seddon, James, Wigan, Lanc.shire, Joiner, April 11 at 3 at office of 


The Arcade, King st, Wigan 

Gloucester, Grocer. April 15 at 3 at offices 
of Jessop, Church st, Cheltenham 

Shackleton, Absolom  Samuel,. Newcastle-mpon-Tyne, Confectioner. 
April 16 at Ll at cffices of Ingledew and Daggett, Dean st, Newcastle- 


upon-Tyne 
April7 at os offices of 


Leigh and Ellis, 


Simpson, David, Bedfont, Middlesex, Builder. 
Watkins, Brentford (in lieu of the place origir ally named 
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Smith, Alfred, Portsea, Hants, Contractor. April 12 atl at offices of 


Ford, Queen st, Portsea 

Studd, Edward Samuel, Leighton rd, Kentish Town, Cheesemonger. 
April 10 at 3 at offices of Miles, King Edward st, Newgate st 

Taylor, George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Stone Mason, April 16 at8 at 
the Comes Hotel, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston-upon-Hull. Sum- 
mers, Hu 

Thompson, Henry, Sutton-within-Macclesfield, Chester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. April 12 at 1 at offices of Hand, Churchside, Macclesfield 

Turberville, Edwin, Willenhll, Stafford, Grocer. April 12 at 12 at 
cfices of Cresswell, Bilston st, Wolverhampton 

Wallis, William Bonnett, Dorchester, Dorset, Tailor. April 18 at 2 at 
Offices of Weston, High West st, Dorcester 

Wentworth, John Godfrey, Burghclere, Hants, Farmer, April 9 at 11 
at the White Hart Hotel, Market place, Newbury. Cave, Newbury 

wood, George William, Blackfriars rJ, Manager, April 19 at3 at 
Haxell’s Exeter Hotel, Strand. Parkes, Reaufort st, Strand 

Wollett, Henry, Brighton, Sussex, Ironmonger. April 23 at 2 at 33, 
GutterJane, Brandreth, Brighton 








Now ready, 

CRACROFT’S INVESTMENT TRACTS. 
Ae RAILWAYS as INVESTMENTS. 
By Rosyat Grrren. 

London: Epwarp Stanrorp, Charing-cross. 








Price One Shilling, 
ETROPOLITAN RATING. By Epwanrp Ryopz, 
Author of ‘Rating ef Railways,” &c. For Solicitors, Sur- 

veyors, and Ratepayers generally. 
Locxwoop & Co., 7, Stationers’ Hall court, E.C, 








BLuERS PRACTICE in LUNACY (New Edi- 
tion), adapted to the Lunacy Regulation Acts, 1853 and 1862 ; 
with Schedule and Notes of Cases, and Recent Decisions; Daties of 
Committees of the Persons and Estates of Lunatics ; Forms, Costs, 
Statutes, General Orders, and Full Index. 2Is. cloth, 

London; Stevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 


In the Press, and will be published on the 15th March, price 2s. 6d.,, 
HE WARNING to BUILDING SOCIETIES 


Conveyed by recent Legal Decisions, and the Nature of the 
Legislation required ; with an Alphabetical Guide to the Recent Law 
Cases. By AntiuR ScratcuLry, M.A,, one of the Actuaries autho- 
rised (1846) to certify Benefit Societies; formerly Fellow and Sadlerian 
Lecturer of Queen’s College, Cambridge; and of the Inner Temp'e, 
Barrister-at-Law. 

Larzon’s, 150, Fleet-street, London. 











Just published, 8vo, price 6s, cloth, 
LUDLOW AND JENKYNS’ TRADE-MARKS, 


A TREATISE on the LAW of TRADE-MARKS 
and TRADE NAMES, including Foreign Laws applicable to 
British Trade-marks... By H. Lup.ow, ML.A., late Fellow of St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, and of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, and H. 
Jenxrne, M.A., of Balliol College, Oxford, and of Lincoln’s-ina, Barris- 
ter-at-Law, Assistant Parliamantary Counsel, 
W. Maxwetu & Son, 29, Fleet-street. 


OINT-STOCK COMPANIES’ CASES, decided 
by all the Courts, with NOTES, &c. Published Quarterly, price 
5s. 6d. Part I. to XXXVIII. are issued. Vols. I. to IV., which con- 
tain all the Cases decided from the Ist of January 1864 to 1868, price 
£2 2s, each in half-calf. Last quarter’s part now ready, 
London: Law Times Office, 10, Wellingtor.-street, Strand, W,C, 


O° MAGISTRATES:—The best reports of cases 
of Magistrates’ Law are to be found in ‘“‘ THE MAGISTRATES’ 
CASES,” price 21s. per annum. Last an part now ready; alao 
a ‘* DIGEST OF MAGISTRATES’ CASES.” 
London; Law Times Office, 10, Wellington-street, Strand. 


WILLIAMS’ LAW OF REAL PROPERTY,—1l0th EDITION. 
This day is published, demy 8vo., price £1 15., 
RINCIPLES of the LAW OF REAL 
PROPERTY, intended as a@ First Book for the Use of Students in 
Conveyancing: By Josuva: Wituiame, Esq., of Lincoln’s-iun, oue of 
Her Majesty’s Counsel. 
London; H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Law B okseller and Pablisher.” 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice. 


The BOOKS AND’ FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION weet pee 
in the proper form for tion and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and ed. ©No charge for sketches, Com- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Iegistration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engtavers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
atreet, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-iun). 























Third Edition, 

RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ and SOLICITORS’ 
MEMORANDUM BOOK of PURCHASES and SALES, with 
CALCULATIONS a tc Every Investment. An additional por- 
tion especially adapted for the Legal Profession,containing Forms of 
Entry fur Freehold and Copyhold Property ; Leasehold, Let and Held; 
Mortgages, Held and Etfected; Insarances; Bilis and Promissory 

Notes ; Moneys Advanced or Borrowed. 


‘*The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- 
vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence 
previous to the first edition.’’ 

Second Edition, 
(YRACROFTS ‘*CONSOLS CHART,” showing the 
~ Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 
from the French Revolution of 1789 to the Present Time, with the 
Growth and Decline cf the National Funded Lebt of Great Britain; 
the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Tabulated State- 
ment of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks. 

“‘ Diagrams are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is 
clearness itself—is an interesting commentary on English history for 
the period in question.”—Economist, 

Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s, 6d. 
London: Epwarp Stanrorp, Charing-cross. 
BEXNARD CRACROFT, Stock and Share Broker, 5, Austin-friars, E.C 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement. Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 
Fertior of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officia'ly stamped forms for advertise- 
ment and file of ‘‘ London Gazstte ’ kept, By app ointment. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published ou the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding mouth. 


STATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET.— 

Messrs. Vewtom, Butt, & Coorer’s Monthly Register, contain- 

ing full per iculars of Estates and Farms, Furnished and Unfarnished 

Houses in town and country, Ground Rents and Investments generally, 

may te had free on application or by post for one stamp. Owaers 

having properties for disposa! are invited to send fail particulars te the 
Auction and Estate Agency Offices, 8, Bucklersbury, E.C. 


XECUTORS and TRUSTEES, haying SILVER, 
PLATE, WATCHES, Jewellery, China, Glass, Paintings, 
Bronzes, Books, Wearing Apparel, Merchandise, Trade Stocks, &c., &c., 
to DISPOSE OF, will find the “ West-end Auction Mart’’ tho beat 
medium for realising, it being centraliy situated, and replete with every 
convenience for the better display of property. Advances prior to sales. 
Valuations made for all purposes.—W. Hiexins,taam & Sons, Pro- 
prietors, 8 and 9, Upper St. Martin’s-lane, W.C. 














OSCOW POLYTECHNIC EXHIBITION, 
1872. LYONS EXHIBITION, 1872. (GOLD MEDALS.) 
First Psize awarded to LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT 
for best quality. 
Caution.—None genuine without Baron Li2zbig’s, the Inventor’s, 
signature, Ask for Liebig Company’s Extract. 





THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 


ARR’S, 2 65, STRAND,.— 
Dinners (from the joint) vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 23, and 2s. 6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner cff the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wiue,: both cheap and 
‘cod, I know only of one house, and thatis in the Strand, close to Danes 
nn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old Englacd w th 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.’’—-All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 
page 440, 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
London, Dianers (from the joint) , vegetables, &c., 1a, 6d, 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC, 309, Regent street.— 
LENT.—Fuel : what shall we burn ? New and important Lecture 
by Professor Gaidner.—The Worlde above ; New Astronmical Lecture, 
by Mr. King, with Spectral and Dioramic Effects, by Dr. Croft.—Hide 
and Seek ; New Comical and Character Entertainment, by Mr. Percy 
Vere.—How Jane Conquest rang the Bell, by Mrs, Oswald Haghes; with 
Splendid Effects. Many other entertaiaments, Admission Is, Open 
twice daily, 12 to 5, and 7 to 10. 
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THE COSTA RICA GOLD MINING COMPANY 


(LIMITED). 
INCORPORATED UNDER THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 AND 1867. 


CAPITAL £250,000, IN 25,000 SHARES OF £10 EAC 


‘H, OF WHICH 9,200 SHARES ARE OFFERED FOR 


SUBSCRIPTION. 


PAYMENT FOR THESE 
£1 PER SHARE ON APPLICATION; £3 PER 


SHARES TO BE MADE AS FOLLOWS: 
SHARE ON ALLOTMENT; £3 


PER SHARE ON Isr MAY; 


£2 PER SHARE ON Isr JULY; AND £1 PER SHARE ON Isr OCTOBER. 


Shareholders may, in anticipation of calls, pay up the whole amount of Shares immediately after allotment, receiving: 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum upon the amount of such anticipatory payments, 





DIRECTORS. 


Epaunp A. Pontirex, Esq. (Messrs. Pontifex & Wood, 
Shoe-lane), Chairman of the Cape Copper Mining Com- 
pany (Limited), Chairman. 

Wittram Artaur, Esq., Bothwell, Lanarkshire, Director 
of the London and Glasgow Engineering Company. 

Lieut.-Col. A. W. Drayson, R.A., Woolwich. 


taLpH Warp Jackson, Esq., M.P., Greatham Hall, Dur- 
ham, and Carlton Club. 

The Hon. A. W. A. N. Hoop, M.P., Grosvenor-gardens, 8S.W. 

W. Fraser Rag, Esq., Rolls-chambers, Chancery-lane, and 
Reform Club. 

Matruew Kennepy, Esq., Manchester. 


BANKERS. 


Messrs. Brown, Janson, & Co., 32, Abchurch-lane, E.C. 


| Messrs. Cocks, Bipputen, & Co., 16, Charing-cross, S.W. 


BROKERS. 


Messrs. W. Greenwell & Co., 21, Finch- 
lane, E.C. 

William Bell, Esq. 

William George du Bedat, Esq. 

Messrs. Kennedy and Coates. 

George Chamberlaine, Esq. 

Messrs. Fraser and Kirkpatrick. 


London 
Edinburgh 
Manchester ..... 


Liverpool ....., 
Glasgow ......... 


Messrs. John and J. M. 
Bennett-hill. 

Francis Johnstone, Esq. 

Messrs. Horne and Smith. 

Andrew Ogilvie, Esq. 

Messrs. Bazett, Jones and Sons. 

John Cooke, Esq. 


Birmingham .. Smith, 28, 
Belfast 

Aberdeen..... er 
Dundee 
Preston ......... 
Bradford......... 


SOLICITORS. 


Messrs. Ashurst, Morris, and Co., 6, Old 
Jewry, E.C. 


London 


Paris Ch. Kennerley Hall, 4, Rue de Choiseul. 


ee eee eetnes 


AUDITORS. 


Cuarves Harpine, Esq., 7, Bank Buildings, E.C. 
Messrs, Jounstone, Cooper, WINTLE, and Evans, 4, Coleman-street-buildings, E.C. 
Secretary (pro tem.)—StepHEN Burstart, Esq. 
Orrices—17 and 18, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.C. 





PROSPECTUS. 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY, 

This Company has been formed for the purpose of purchasing and 
working a series of mines secured by grants or concessions ia the richest 
auriferous mining districts in the Republic of Costa Rica. The pro- 
perty comprises the mines known as “ La Trinidad,” “’ La Providencia,” 
‘San Carl's,” and ‘San Jose,’’ together with all such buildings and 
works as now exist thereon, including als> certain valuable legal rights 


of cutting timber for all tha purposes of the Company, over ap area 
‘ 


of several miles in extent on each sice of the property, 

Costa Rica, which originally received its name owing to the extra- 
ordinary returns of gold obtained by the Spaniards who landed there, 
is situated on the Isthmus connicting North and South America. This 
State, which is one of the mcst peaceful and progressive in Central 
America, possesses some of the richest gold mines in the world, and 


the mines this Company has been formed to acquire and werk are” 


among the most auriterous in the Costo Ricun Republic. They are 
witnin a few miles of the free por t of Panta 4renas, on the Pacific side 
of the State, between which port and Panama there is constant com- 


mupication by regular lines of steamers from Southampton, Liverpool, | 


and New York, 
ENGINEER’S REPORT. 


The Mines which this Company intends to purchase have been care- 


fully inspected by Mr. W. B. Richardson, who, after having passed 
with much credit through a course of study at the Royal School of Mines 


and subsequently at the University of Freiberg, where he was instructed | 
in practical miving, has since had charge of reduction works in con- ' 


nection with silver mines in Guatemala, and more recently of a 
department in the copper-smelting works of the well-known firm of 
Messrs. Vivian and Sons, Swansea. Mr. Richardson’s fitness for under- 
taking such an inspection of these Mines as should be thoroughly 
efficient and truthful, and wholly free from intentional exaggeration, 
is established tothe satisfaction of the Directors by vouchers, in writing, 
from Dr. Percy, Lecturer on Metallurgy at the Royal Sohool of Mines; 
trom Protessor David Forbes, and from skilled practical mining author- 
ities. Moreover Mr. Richardson enjoys the important qualification of 
being versed in the language of the country, and well acquainted with 
its natural characteristics. 


ESTIMATES OF PROFIT. 


Mr. Richardson’s Report, which accompanies the Prospectus, and | 


merits the careful perusal of intending investors, furnishes a full and 
complete detail of the mires, their produce, and their capabilities. At 
pages 7 and 8 of such Report wi!l be found his estimates of the profits to 
be made when the Mines are worked on a large acale, and with the 


best modern appliances.* They are of the most satisfactory: ature 
and hold out the prospect of very large dividends, Making allowance 
for unforeseen contingencies, the possibility of which has, however, 
been most carefully considered and provided for, the Directors be- 
lieve that the Shareholders in this Company may confidently expect to 
receive most lucrative returns for their investments. 


OFFICIAL ENDORSEMENT OF REPORT. 

His Excellency Don Manuel Alvarado, late Minister of Public Works 
at Costa Rica, and since Ministar Pienipotentiary at the Court of St. 
Jamey’s, from his own personal knowledge confirms in writing what Mr. 

tichardson says as to the richness of these mines, the abundance of 
metals, the permanency of the lodes and facilities of working, and also 
| of the value of the ores. 
VALUE OF ORE, 

The opinions embodied in Mr. Richardson’s Report are the result of 
careful and minute personal inspection, and the estimate of the average 
vale of the ores is based upon assays made from average samples 
collected by Mr. Richardson with his own hands, and which have been 
| since assayed by Messrs. Johnson and Matthey, as well as by Mr. 

Richardson, showing the value of the gold therein at £12 12s. per ton. 


FACILITIES OF WORKING, 

The Report also shows that these mines can be easily worked; that 
labour, fuel, and water are readily obtainable ; and that all that is re- 
quired to realise the very large profit which Mr. Richardson estimates 
is the erection of reduction works, with proper modern machinery and 
sientific appliances, 


BONA FIDES OF THE UNDERTAKING. 

That an undertaking should be offered to the public which holds outa 
promise of such large profits may suggest a doubt as to the motives of 
the vendors in parting with it, The explanation, however, in this 

| instance, is at cnce simple and satisfactory. Unlike the United States 
of America, Australia, and Brazil, Costa Rica is almost a maiden field 
for legitimate European enterprise of this nature. The native miners 
are unable to avail themselves of the improved machinery and modes of 





* Mr. Richardson estimates that— 1. In the first twelve months after 
the completion of the works 20,000 tons of ore may be raised from the 
present openings, yielding a net profit (after paying the cost of produc- 
tion and reduction) of £7 per ton, or £140,000. 2. That this output may 
be increased to the extent of 30,000 tons in the second year, yielding a 
net profit of £210,000. 3. And that in the third year 40,000 tons of ore: 
may be raised, which would yield a net profit of £280,000, 














